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if so, for what reason? Is it to apply the screw 
that was once held by the hands of the capitalist | 
in the form of a Bank of the United States? Is 
this the point from which the money power is to | 
exert its energies upon the elections of the coun- 
try, by oppressing the operatives, and forcing 
them to yield to the demands of avarice, and to 
cast their votes in favor uf monopolists, in order 
that they may getemployment? — 

[ know not what may be the object, but I ask 
again, why this rumor at this juncture? If it is 
pot inten ed to operate on the manufacturing 

| 
{ 





darkness into his marvellous light.”’ 
| Mr. W. 
| ment, and embraced various other topics and 
arguments not referred to. 

Mr. WHITE observed that he was called upon 


to task the indulgence of the committee in a way 
that he had never been called upon to do before. 
It had always been his practice, in addressing the 
Committee of the Whole, or the House, to con- 
fine himself as nearly as he could to the subject 





opulation, are we to understand that it is hoped 
may alarm the apprehensions of members here? | 


e | € || Sprang up on the bill making appropriations for 
if so, 1 think there is one thing that is better | 
' 
| 


the improvement of the western waters, which 
he felt himself imperiously called upon to take 
partin. It would be recollected that he endeav- 
| ored to obtain the floor to engage in that debate 
| as a matter of self-defense, but he was appealed 


founded than on rumor; and that is, there is a 
strength in this House in favor of equal and im- 
partial legislation respecting the revenue, that will 
present the sternness of the rock to all such in- 
fluences? 

Sir, [have one remark to make on this subject. 
Weshould learn lessons of wisdom from the past. 
What question in this country has ever been car- 
ried by gence 2??? Let the PEOPLE once see that 
thecapitalists are bringing the powerof associated 
wealth to bear upon the election, and, my word 
for it, you will witness the same uprisings, the 
same burstings forth of indignation from the 
North to the South, from the East to the West, 
that once swept down, with the strength of a 
tornado, all opposition to the indomitable hero of 
New Orleans, now the philosophic sage of the 
Hermitage, in his struggle with the Bank of the 
United States. Sir, | have no wish to excite 
rejudice against the capitalists who have em- 
baked their means in one pursuit or another; 
but he who slumbers at his post, when money 
power may be used to the injury of our institu- 
uons, or the oppression of the humble classes of 
citizeus, is an unworthy sentinel, recreant to his 
duty, because he is destitute of that unsleeping 
vigilance which is essential to public liberty. 

The very fact that such combinations may be 
found, is enough to excite our apprehension. 
The industrious farmer in his field, the humble 
mechanic in his shop, the honest laborer in his 
garden, with us of the West, cannot send up Here 
such a rumor; and if he did, necessity would 
laugh at his folly. No, sir; the great mass, the 
laboring millions can form no such combina- 
wus; they are forced to goon—and on—and on, 
from week to week—from month to month—from 
year to year; no time to stop for panics. No, 
sit; this 1s with the gold-worshipping millionaires 
alone. Then, sir, it imperiously behooves us to 
look out, and meet the first rumor of such a 
movement, by grapling with it, and making the 
issue between equal and just laws, giving to the 
laborer, in every department of life, his equal 
aud just reward, on the one hand, and to the cap- 
italisi—the monopolist—the same, and nothing 
more, upon the other. 

The fact that we have in this country a branch 
of business which employs thousands of hands, 
and millions of dollars, dependent upon the 
law-making power—upon exclusive legislation 
should be calculated to make every man reflect; 
and that those great interests will strive with 
mighty energy for power, in proportion as their 
dividends are increased by governmental patron- 
age, is surely enough to make every man fear. 

hen the time comes (which may a kind Provi- 
dence avert) that we have incorporated this prin- 

ciple upon our institutions—viz: that the nation 
has certain peculiar interests, combining labor 
and capital, depending for success alone upon the 
favor of Government, flourishing in its smile, 
Withering in its frown—then has all justice, all 
equal rights, left us, and we shall have a Govern- 
Ment of favoritism, and of exclusive privileges, 
less to be borne than an iron monarchy itself; 
the inherent and inalienable rights of man, as 
man, will no longer be regarded; then those great 
foment truths proclaimed by our fathers shall 
ave departed from among us forever, and our 
name will stand recorded upon the same page in 
history with that of the unworthy disciple who 





frain, and not to delay the bill by a discussion of 
that nature. When the eastern harbor bill came 
up, he again attempted to address the committee; 
but was again persuaded to forego his intentions 
on that occasion. He was told that when the 
tariff bill came up, there would be a debate of a 
general nature, and he would then be indulged in 
making the remarks he contemplated. 

It would be recollected that, when the Army 
bill came up, he rose and addressed the Chair; 
and according to strict justice the floor ought to 
have been awarded to him; but it was given to 
another gentleman; and in ten minutes a resolu- 


passed the next morning by the votes of those 
who had assured him that when a general bill 
came up he should be indulged. He did not now 
complain of this, nor cast censure upon any gen- 
tleman, though he thought he had been treated 
unkindly. He only mentioned these circum- 
stances as a reason why, on a bill affecting the 
interests of the whole Union, he could no longer 
repress the impulse to make the remarks he in- 
tended. With these remarks he hoped he should 
be indulged in going on with whatever he had to 
say, not only of a general but of a particular char- 
acter. It was not his intention to speak with 
unnecessary harshness or severity of any one; 
for, if ever there was a time when charity ap- 
pealed to him to forbear from touching the feel- 
ings of his political opponents, it was now. He 
would say to them that they were a doomed party. 
Believing that the party opposed to him was 
doomed, and that their fate was written on the 
wall in indelible characters, no part of his remarks 
would display a vindictive feeling towards them. 

The old adage, that ‘* he whom the gods intend 
to destroy they first make mad,’’ was never more 
forcibly illustrated in the tide of tide of time than 
by the present dominant party during the present 
session of Congress. Every act of that party 
proved it. He recapitulated some of the promi- 
nent measures of the Democratic party. The 
revival of the sub-Treasury, the repeal of the dis- 
tribution act, the destruction of the glorious tariff 
act of 1842, and others, were taken in review; 
and he averred that they would be the winding- 
sheet of the Democratic party—a winding-sheet 
self-prepared; for the people were ready with an 
overwhelming voice to speak the doom of that 
party. 

Having made these general remarks, he felt 
called upon, and it was with great reluctance that 
he did it—it was to him the most unwelcome task 
that was ever imposed upon him—would to God 
that the cup might pass from him—but he felt it 
to be his duty to review a document which had 
the name attached of the chairman of this com- 
mittee [Mr. Hopxtns] and one of his colleagues. 
He would do it with decorum, but it would be 
necessary that he should doit with firnmess. He 
found in a letter written by his colleague, (Mr. 
Boyp,] addressed to the chairman of this commit- 
tee [Mr. Hopgrins] and hiscoJleague,(Mr.Cores,]} 
a charge made against a distinguished fellow-cit- 
izen of his; a charge which, if true, would not 
only unfit that distinguished man for the highest 
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tion was offered to terminate the debate, which | 


betrayed the ‘ Master that had led him out of || 


i} 


used various tables during his argu- | 


under debate. It would be recollected by the | 
Chair, and by the committee, that a party debate | 


to by various members of the committee to re- || 
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office in the gift of the people, but should drive 
him into disgrace from among his fellow-men. 
This charge was made in a letter published in the 
Richmond Enquirer, of the State of Virginia, and 
= a few days before the time when it was 

nown thatthe distinguished man therein alluded 
to would enter that State; and it was published, 
also, just before an election in that State, which 
it was known would take place on Thursday next, 
These charges were also made before not only 
the people of that State, but the people of this 
Union, at atime when it might be supposed all 
rancor of party feeling would be excited; at such 
a time this firebrand wos thrown amongst the 
people, and these old charges were renewed with 
a degree of malignity, of tact, and of effort, which 
was calculated to deceive and defraud the publi¢ 
mind and mislead the people. But he would show 
that there was no ground whereon to rest this 
often-condemned slander; and he would under- 
take to do that which it was very difficult to do 
in any court of justice. He would not only un- 
dertake to disprove every allegation and insinua- 


| tion of the charge of ** bargain and sale,”’ but he 


would establish a negative, and show the inno- 
cence of him who had been assailed by the odious 
charge which, fifteen or sixteen years ago, was 
made from one end of the Union to the other. 
He would go further: he would not only show 
the innocence of that distinguished man, bat he 
would do it out of the mouth of his enemies. He 
first would ask attention to an extract from the 
letter to which he first alluded, (Mr. Boyp’s.} 

He then read the extract alluded to, which he 
said made the specific charge of which he had 
spoken; and then said, if there was a letter in ex- 
istence to substantiate the charge, as intimated in 
that letter, he should like to know where it was. 

In Mr. Boyrn’s letter the following paragraph 
occurs in relation to this subject: 

“In the developments of 1827 and 1828, the rumor was 
traced directly to a letter or letters, written early in Janu- 
ary by Mr. Clay himself to some of his friends in Kentucky, 
not, perhaps, using the very words, but certainly conveying 
the idea.’’ 

Mr. BOYD was understood to say that there 
was such a letter, and it had been exhibited. It 
was in the hands of Mr. Clay’s friends, but no 
aaa had been given to publish it. He be- 

ieved it never was published. The contents were 
published, by those who saw it, from memory, 
with the declaration attached that it was substan- 
ong | true, if not the very words. But there was 
no doubt the letter was still in existence, and he 
would suggest that they should unite in a search 
for it, or in an inquiry from Mr. Clay, or any other 
person concerned, 

Mr. WHITE said his colleague had made a 
charge, and he desired to see the proof by which 
it was sustained. He never wool make a charge 
against uny one which he could not sustain by 
»roof produced. He never would make a charge 
, y a to testimony which he could not bring 

orward. 

Mr. BOYD asked thegentleman from Kentucky 
if he would deny the truth of the facts. 

Mr. WHITE replied that he had never heard 
of such a letter until he had seen it mentioned in 
the communication of his colleague. 

Mr. BOYD remarked that the gentleman from 
Kentucky could not have exorelaed his usual vigil- 
ance then. 

Mr. WHITE asserted positively his belief that 
such a letter could not be found anywhere, either 
in publie archives or in private and individual 
possession. 

Mr. BOYD repeated that it was believed that 
such a letter did exist. He would not pretend to 

uote its laaguage, but it was to this effect: “ our 
fiends here are inclined to go for Mr. Adams, 
believing that our prospects with him will be 
better served.’’? The language was of that char- 
acter. He did not pretend to say that the lan- 

uage was, ‘‘if Mr. Adams is the President, Mr. 

‘lay will be the Secretary;’’ but thats his future 

rospecis would be promoted by it. Some such 

tter, he was satisfied, was written. 
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Mr. WHITE must say to his colleague that he 

should still doubt until the letter was produced. 
In his judgment, there was no evidence given to | 
show that such a letter was written; and he now | 
challenged his colleague and the world to produce | 
such aletter. And further, he would take the re- | 
sponsibility of saying that if Mr. Clay was called 
upon, he would deny itsexistence, His colleague, 
however, had made certain allegations, and it 
devolved upon him to make the inquiry. 

He would now call the attention of his col- 
league and of the House to some testimony in 
this case, in relation to the assumed bargain and 
sale, Jt would be recollected that this charge was 
first made on this floor by a member of this | 
House, and at the time when Mr, Clay was the | 
Speaker of this House. Conscious of his inno- 
cence—for so that man was, as when he came 
from the hands of his God—Mr. Clay challenged 
investigation of all the facts and circumstances. 
The ignorant old man who was set forth to make 
the accusation, thought that he would be sus- 
tained; but Mr. Clay demanded an investigation; 
a committee was appointed; the charge was pre- | 
Serred; and the individual who made it was called | 
upon to attend before the committee, by its chair- | 
man to sustain the charge, and the record showed | 
that he had failed to attend. There was nota | 
word of evidence introduced to sustain the charge; | 
and the committee reported the innocence of Mr. 
Clay. And now, with the leave of the Chair, he 
would send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, an 
extract from a letter of the distinguished editor, 
who had so recently published the revived story, 
written at the period alluded to. 

The Clerk read an extract from a letter writ- 
ten by Mr. Ritchie, of the date of February 10, 
1825. 

Mr. WHITE continued. Thus it would be 
seen that Mr. Ritchie, with all the facts before 
him, admitted that Mr. Clay was innocent of the 
charge; aero that old veteran slanderer, though 
then satisfied of Mr. Clay’s innocence, had now 
repeated and revived this slanderous accusation. 

He then caused to be read by the Clerk ex- 
tracts from a letter written by Mr. Benton, of the 
date of December 27, 1827. Also,an extract from 
a Jetter written by Mr. Buchanan, for Mr. Clay’s 
justification. He next caused to be read an ex- 
tract from a letter, written before his death, by 
Mr. Carter Beverley, who first made the charge. | 
The letter was written in 1842—Mr. Carter Bev- 
erley having lived long enough to see his error, 
and the propriety of doing Mr. Clay justice. 

This was the first publication of the charge, 
but it did not end there. He found it copied into 
the official organ of the Government, published 


| 
| 
| 





in this city, and commented upon in the follow- || 


ing words: True, O King!’’ Taking an ex- | 
pression from Holy Writtosanctify the vilest slan- 
der that was ever uttered. 

Mr. W. here read from a letter written by Mr. 
Tyler, in reference to the same subject, and ex- 
onerating Mr. Clay. Here (said Mr. W.) is the 
language of the present Chief Magistrate, whose 


ome is repeating the charge. \| 
\ || The SPEAKER called upon gentlemen to re- 


ir. W. read an extract from a letter written 
by General La Fayette. 
Mx. W.also referred to aspeech made by Hon. J. 
Q. Apams during a late western tour, of which | 
he read a portion. 
Mr. A. JOHNSON said, before the gentleman 
concluded, he desired to furnish him an additional | 
proof.* 


Mr. WHITE declined to yield the floor, hav- 





* The following is the evidence that Mr. Jonnson wished 
Mr. Wurre to read, being an extract of a letter from Hon. 
John Bell to a committee of citizens of Nashville, dated 
September 17, 1827: 

* Influenced by these considerations, T reiterate that my 
opinions of the present Administration are in accordance 
with what | believe to be those of the great body of the re- 
publicans of the United States. I have seen the highest and 
most important office in the Government filled by means 
and under circumstances affording all the evidences of u 
coalition formed upon the basis of mutual benefits to be 
received and conferred, independently of any controverted 
point in the details, that the Government can ever expect 
the light of, in any combination that has been or may be 
entered into, to defeat the will of the people. Ambitious 
nod aspiring politicians who have great characters to sus- 
tain, and scnse enough to guard against the common blun- | 
ders of the less practiced adepts in the arts of intrigue cud 
management, in forming coalitions will but seldom expose | 
themselves to the danger of detection from positive proof. 
At is not, therefore, in my view, of so much importance to | 
consider whether a possibility of innocence can be admitied 





1 rose. 
i! 
! 





ing but a few moments of his hour left; but pro- 
ceeded to the examination of another charge: that 
Mr. Clay had, in a speech made by him, used the 





|| expression, ‘if gentlemen will not let us have 


| black slaves, we must have white ones.”’ 
| Mr. W.’s hour having expired, 
Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF obtained the floor. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WHITE desired the gentleman from Ohio | 


to allow him a few moments, that he might con- 
clude what he had to say. 

Mr. HENLEY said he hoped the gentleman 
from Kentucky would be permitted to proceed. 
He would move, if it were in order to do so, that 
the rules be suspended, so as to enable the gen- 
tleman to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that he did not 
| think it would be in order—there being a particu- 
| lar rule limiting the duration of each gentleman’s 
speech; and the gentleman from Ohio having ob- 
tained the floor in the regular order of debate, it 
would be an infringement upon his privileges to 
| suspend that rule. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, said, let those who 
moved the hour rule abide by it. 

Mr. WHITE rose and insisted that the ques- 
tion should be put upon suspending the rules, to 
enable him to proceed. 

Mr. RATHBUN called the gentleman from 
| Kentucky to order. The Speaker had already 
| declared the motion to be out of order. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF claimed his right to 
| the floor; and was proceeding to address the 
| House. 
| Mr. A. KENNEDY appealed to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to permit him a moment in rela- 
tion to the remark of the gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky as to a certificate to which he had alluded, 
agen by members of this House, relative to 

what Mr. Rich, of Vermont, said, in his speech 
| in 1820, on the Missouri question, imputed as the 
| language of Mr. Clay, on the subject of black and 
| white slavery. Mr. K. said he was one of the 
| members of this House who had signed said cer- 
tificate. Mr. K. understood the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Wuire) to dispute the correct- 
ness of that certificate. Now, he wished to say 
| that that certificate was strictly true, as appeared 
| from the files of the library of this House. This 
| much he wished to say now, and here, where and 
| when its truth was first disputed; and he chal- 
lenged any man to the investigation of the record. 

Mr. RATHBUN said its truth could be proved 
all over the House. 

Mr. WHITE made some reply, which did not 
reach the reporter’s ear. 

Mr. RATHBUN approached the place where 
Mr. Wuire was standing, and other members at 
the moment rose, intercepting the reporter’s view. 
A good deal of confusion ensued. A general rush 
was made by members towards the spot, where, 
as the reporter is informed, blows were inter- 
| changed between Messrs. Ratusun and Waite. 
The committee, by simultaneous acclamation, 











The Chairman left the chair, and the Speaker 
was called thereto. 


|| store order, 


Mr.STEENROD said he hoped gentlemen who 
| refused to resume their seats would be called upon 
| by their names to do so. 


| Order being in some degree restored, the chair- 


| man [Mr. Hopkins] reported that the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, having 


|| under consideration the bill for the modification 
1 


in favor of the parties implicated, as to determine whether 
the presumption to the contrary is not so great in the pres- 


* Believing, as I do, that we may calculate the duration 
of our singularly happy form of government by the degrees 
of jealousy which shall be manifested, from time to time, 
in guarding the purity of elections, I could have but one 
opinion upon this subject. I have seen those in possession 
of power, thus obtained, urge doctrines at war with great 
principles, claiming exciusive powers which were intended 
to be coordinate, and inculcating the doctrine that the rep- 
resentative should not be trammeled by the will of his con- 
stituents. Professing, as I do, to be governed by those prin- 
ciples of republicanism peculiar to our country, [could not 
conscientiously give my support to an Administration which 
openly avows doctrines subversive of the first principles of 
the Government, and arrogates to itself powers so contrary 
to what bas heretofore been our practice. In these objec- 
tions, [ am persuaded, may be found sufficient reasons for 
my opposition to the Administration ; but there are others 
of too much importance to be passed over in silence.” 
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ent instance that their continuance would be incompatible \| 
with the safety and well-being of our political institutions, | 





of the existing tariff laws, was Progressing wi} 
its consideration, when an occurrence of disord 

and of personal altercation took place y oa . 
floor of the House, Inthe midst of the st 
he had been called upon to vacate the chair ‘n 
it might be occupied by the Speaker; and it bee a 
his duty to make the communication which cL 
now made. The gentlemen, he added, oe 
whom the altercation occurred, were Messrs 
Raruseun and Wuire. om 

Mr. DROMGOOLE presumed that the 
course would be to direct the Sergeant-at-Arm 
to take the two offending members into aa 
tody, in order that they may answer at the ba, 
of the House, and make such excuses ag hr 
think proper. He merely threw out this as a 
suggestion, in case no other more suitable course 
should be proposed. He was actuated by no 
unkind feelings towards the two gentlemen and 
no other motive but to preserve the order and de. 
fend the dignity of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman submit 
that proposition? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did, unless some 
gentleman suggested a better course. He pre. 
sumed thatevery gentleman would see the neces. 
sity of doing something to preserve the order and 
dignity of the House. 

Ir. HARDIN observed that, not being an old 
member of the House, he could not speak from 
experience in this body; but he believed the 
former practice of the Hoses was to appoint a 
committee, and let them designate the course that 
ought to be pursued. He was satisfied that the 
two members os had acted under a sudden 
excitement, and both of them regretted what had 
taken place. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL referred to the reso. 
lution offered by himself in the case of Messrs, 
Wise and Stanly, and suggested that a resolution 
somewhat similar should now be adopted. 

Mr. WHITE observed that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoo te] was 
without a precedent in the history of that House, 
There never had been a day, there never had been 
; an hour, in which any member on that floor had 


Proper 





him to order one of his peers to the bar of the 
House. He recollected occurrence after occur- 
rence, similar to the one of to-day, taking place 
in that Hall, and no motion like the present was 
to be found on the Journals, nor had any period 
arisen in the history of the legislation of this 
country, when an anfortunate occurrence of this 
kind had happened, that a member had moved to 
degrade his fellow-members by a proposition to 
take him into custody. Sir, you recollect an oc- 
currence of a much more disorderly character 
than this, and you recollect how it was treated. 
What would be the effect, if the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoo te] pre- 
vailed? and what would be the reflection upon 
the members who were charged with being delin- 
quents? Without its bein keews whether they 
were innocent or guilty, without its being ascer- 
tained whether the member from New York [Mr. 
Ratusun] or himself were the most culpable, a 
member rises in his place and makes a motion 
which is to inflict dishonor upon them, What 
did the motion imply? Why, that the member 
from New York and himself would leave the 
House and flee from justice, unless they were 
taken into custody. Whatever might have been 
done by the gentleman from New York and him- 
self, he did not believe that either would shrink 
from any investigation the House might please to 
make; and he would tell the member from Vir- 

inia that neither he nor that officer could keep 
nim at the bar of the House. 

The SPEAKER remarked that several propo- 
sitions had been submitted, which had been con- 
sidered merely as suggestions. ; 

_ Mr. ADAMS obtained the floor; but yielded 
it to 

Mr. SAUNDERS, who observed that he held 
in his hand the volume of the Journal containing 

the proceedings on the occasion of the rencounter 
} : : 

between Messrs. Stanly and Wise. With the 
po of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
1e would offer the same resolution that was offered 
on that occasion, and in the same words, merely 
_ substituting the names of Messrs. Ratusun and 
| Wurre for those of Messrs. Wise and Stanly 
| Mr. ADAMS proposed to the gentleman from 


ever risen and addressed the Speaker, and asked 
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aid Mr. Dromcoote] to withdraw his prop- 
Virginia order that the one of the gentleman 
pa North Carolina might be substituted. 

itt, DROMGOOLE, with the 


He ad conceived it necessary for the House to 


THE CONGRE 





_. || 
vermission of | 
the ee oem would make a brief explanation. | 


do something for the preservation of its own dig- || 


“ity and order, which had just been violated; and | 
oq the first impulse, he had proposed to take the | 
0 


members implicated into custody. 
the §' ss : 
jon, t was not his intention to degrade them; 
hut his object was to bring them: to the bar of the 
House, that they might submit themselves to its 
quthority, that the House might hear their ex- 
wyses, and that they might pledge themselves that 
the quarrel should go no further. This he only 
threw out as a suggestion. Mr. D, here quoted 
, case which occurred in the British Parliament, 
snd the rule given in the Manual on this subject. 
His whole object, he said, was, not to degrade 
ihegentlemen, but to bring them before the House. 
He had no objection to their rising in their places, 


He assured | 
entlemen that, in making this proposi- | 


wad making their excuses to the House, and giving | 


he proper pledge. But he held that it was the 
duty of the House that they should be required 
w acknowledge the authority of the House, and 
pledge themselves that the quarrel should proceed 
no further. | no wl 
rel, nor any participation in it. He had wit- 
nessed it with regret, not only on account of the 
character of the gentlemen concerned, but on ac- 
count of its effect on our national character. 
What had happened on former occasions was no 
excuse Or eXtenuation for the gentlemen. He 


He had no knowledge of the quar- | 


spoke out of no personal unkindness to them; | 
but he must say that their conduct was deserving | 


of censure. 
men should make their submission to the author- 


ity of the House, and to have their assurance || this was done on this earth; but it was said that, 


iat the matter between them should be at an 
a , 
end. 


Mr. SAUNDERS read from the Journal of the | 
House, the proceedings in the case of Messrs. || 


Wise and Stanly, and proposed the following 
solution, being the same that was adopted on 
tliat occasion: 


Resolved, That a special committee of five members be | 


appointed to inquire into the circumstances of the rencoun- 
ter between Messrs. Rarueun and Ware, meinbers of this 
House, and that they report the facts io the House. 


Mr. 8. said that the appointment of a committee 
of inquiry was the most proper course to be pur- 
sued. If one of the gentlemen should be ascer- 


tained to be in the wrong, he should be censured; | 


if both were in the wrong, both should be cen- 

sured, Butthe House could not know which was 

wrong until the facts were investigated. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew his motion, so 
us to give way to that of Mr. Saunpers, and 
offered, as an amendment to it, the following: 

And, in the mean time the two members be required to 
make submission to the House,and pledge themselves that 
the quarrel shall proceed no further. 

Mr. HARDIN had no doubt but both the gen- 
tlemen regretted that the occurrence had taken 
place; and he did not believe it was necessary to 
take any course to prevent the quarrel from pro- 
ceeding further, for he was satisfied that it would 
stop here, The best way to preserve the dignity 
of the House was not to act on the matter now, 
in the excitement that had been caused by it, but 
to put it off until the House had time to get calm. 
He approved the course pointed out by the gen- 
leman from North Carolina, and hoped it would 
be adopted. 

Mr.CHAPMAN, of Alabama, referred, asa pre- 
cedent, to the proceedings of the House on the oc- 
casion ofa similar rencounter between Messrs. Bell 
and Turney, then members of the House, and rec- 
ommended that the same course be pursued now. 
Mr.C. read the proceedings, in which it appeared 
that Messrs; Bell and Turney were declaeed to 

ave violated the privileges of the House, and 
Were required to make an apology. He thought 
it due to the character of the House, both at home 
and abroad, and due to the character of the gen- 
llemen themselves, that they should be required 
‘o make a suitable apology. He thought both 
the gentlemen would agree that such a course 


All he wanted was, that the gentle- | 





would not be calculated to deyrade them, but was | 


ue to their own reputations, as well as to the 
dignity of the House. 


Mr. STEENROD had no objection to the reso- 








| lution of the gentleman ftom North Carolina, 
| (Mr. Saunpers,] nor to the aniendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoote;] but 
the resolution did not go far enough. He under- 


| stood that one of the officers of the House had | 


| been shot at and wounded by an individual whose 


taken in regard to that matter. 


that he had a separate resolution which he should 
offer on that subject as soon as the present case 
was disposed of. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made some remark which 
conversation in the Hall prevented the reporter 
from hearing. 

Mr. BARNARD observed that he approved of 
the resolution, so far as it contemplated the ap- 
pointment of a committee; and he supposed there 
would be no difference of opinion in regard to its 
adoption. He went on to say that there was an 
eminent propriety in the gentlemen making an 
| apology to the House; but he would leave it to 
their own sense of propriety to do it, if they chose 
to take that course, and it would be for the House 
to judge of that as a part of the entire case when 
it should be brought before them by a report of 
acommittee. He however desired here to say 
that, so far as those gentlemen were concerned, 
he believed there was noexcuse. He made some 
other observations, which were almost inaudible, 
and then expressed the hope that the resolution 
for the appointment of a committee would be 

assed. 

Mr.CLINGMAN hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. 
mittee to inquire into the conduct of the gentle- 
men, and yet they were required to apologize, 
and thus to admit that they were in error; for 
apology implied guilt. He knew nowhere that 





| in the infernal regions, punishment was inflicted 


It was proposed to appoint a com- | 


| 


Mr. C. JOHNSON informed the gentleman || 





| first, and trial came afterwards; he hoped no gen- | 


tleman on this floor would require such a course 
to be pursued here. He admitted it was proper 
that the House should take some steps to express 
its sense of such disorders, which he deeply re- 
gretted. The House should have an investiga- 
tion, and if either the one or both the gentlemen 
were wrong, the House should punish the wrong 
doer. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, said he was not 
familiar with the infernal regions, of which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina had spoken, and there- 


justify scenes of disorder on this floor; and how- 
ever much either gentleman felt himself justified 


House. He only asked the gentlemen to do what 
he was sure they were both ready to do—ex- 
press regret to the House for the violation of its 
ordet ... 





tleman from Alabamashould withdraw his amend- 
ment; for he could not state what he desired to 
state while it was pending. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, would will- 
ingly withdraw it, if it was an obstacle in the 
way of any explanation. He accordingly with- 
drew it. 

After a few words from Mr. WINTHROP, 

Mr. WHITE asked if there was any question 
pending, except the report of the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole. If gentlemen would 
withdraw their propositions, he would make a 


pediment in the way; and therefore, at the soli- 
citation of the gentleman from Kentucky, he would 
withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. WHITE then said, before he proceeded, 
he would call the attention of the gentleman from 


Virginia [Mr.DromcGoo.e] to ceespenenen which | 


he had used, and which he (Mr. W.) regretted. 


It was an observation which he trusted would be | 


recalled. Without one word of explanation, with- 
out any examination to fix the guilton his shoul- 
ders, or the shoulders of the gentleman from New 


in his course towards the other, neither one nor | 
the other could justify such conduct towards the | 


M+. WHITE intimated his wish that the gen- | 


| 
| few remarks. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE desired to throw no im- | 


fore he did not know what its practice was; but the | 
gentleman had misapprehended the purpert of || 
his amendment, and he wished to set him right. | 
Whatever might be said, no one could attemptto | 


| 
| 
} 


| 
| 


1 


| emphatically denounced them both to the House, 
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and to the nation, as deserving the severest cen- 


sure. If this was the mode of determining the 


guilt or innocence of parties, he thought there 
must soon be anend of this Commonwealth, The 


| Vilest criminal in the land was entitled to the ben- 


name he did not know,and some order should be |) 


efit of the principle by which he was treated as 
Innocent unul his guilt was proved, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did not pretend to 


| recollect the precise terms in which he had ex- 





|| the o¢currence. 
'| more than any circumstance of his life; but, inas- 


pressed himself; but if he had not so expressed 
himself before, he would now say that it was suf- 
ficient for him to perceive that the rules of the 
House had been violated; that there had been 
great disorder and a breach of the peace in the 
presence of the House; and that the scene which 
they had witnessed was of itself a disorder which 
required the notice of the House. His proposi- 
tion was not one of censure. He had expressly 
stated that he did not ask the House to censure 
thegentlemen. He did not know which was most 
in fault; but he knew this, that there had been a 
breach of the peace and of order in the presence 
of the House. 

Mr. WHITE was glad the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had qualified his remarks, but still he took 
exception to them. He proceeded to make other 
remarks, at some length, but he was very imper- 
fectly heard. He was understood to contend that 
censure should not be visited on either himself or 
the gentleman from New York, without an inves- 
tigation into the facts and circumstances of the 
case. He also expressed his regret that such a 
scene had occurred, but said he could not be pro- 
voked into any assertion of his innocence, or any 
accusation of the gentleman from New York, 
Whether either or both were guilty, or neither, he 
sincerely regretted the occurrence; for the House 


| would participate in the disgrace. 


Mr. RA‘THBUN remarked thathe was a young 
member on this floor; he knew but little, by ex- 
perience, of the business of legislation, having 
commenced, for the first time in his life, business 
of this kind at the present session; and perhaps, 


| owing to that fact, he was more likely to become 


excited, and was more liable to err, than those 


| who had been long accustomed to seats on this 


floor. That he had erred, whatever might be his 


| excuse, and whatever his justification, he was not 


disposed todeny. He knew it was due to the 
character of this House, it was due to the coun- 
try, if he had been ever so much wronged, and 
respect for its dignity would pera him to make 
a proper submission. And he regretted exceed- 
ingly that a moment’s reflection had not been 

ermitted (might he not say) to each of them, 
hough he said this, it must not be supposed that 
he intended to impute anything wrong to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, or to attempt any justi- 
fication of himself. He left the whole matter, as 
the gentleman from Kentucky had left it, to be 


| investigated in the proper form—by a committee; 


and if it were found that the whole fault was his, 
he was ready to submit to the judgment and the 
action of the House. To say that he regretted 
the occurrence as inflicting, in some degree, upon 
his fellow-members in that House an indignity, 
was not to express the full extent of his regret. 
He regretted it on account of his constituents. 
They were a peaceable and quiet people, and it 
eed give hash pain to be informed that, in 
anything which occurred in that House, the con- 
duct of their representative had not conformed to 
their disposition. But what had been done could 
not be recalled. He desired that a committee 
should be appointed, and that an investiyation 
should be had; and that the blame, if any, should 
full where it properly belonged. It might be 
deemed that an apology was due from him to the 
House, as he had been guilty of what looked 
certainly more like fighting to-day, than he ever 
had been before in his‘life, or, as he hoped, ever 
would be again. He was, like other men, sub- 
ject to passion, and it was often more hasty than 
he could wish. He would add, moveover, that 
he never treasured hate. Whatever may have 
occurred was occasioned by the excitement of 
the moment, and that being passed, he regretted 
He might say he regretted it 


much as it could not be recalled, he was willing 


York, or to determine whether there was guilt at || to submit the whole matter to the judgment of 


| all, which could alone be shown by a development 


j 
of all the facts, the gentleman from Virginia had 1 


the House, and abide by what the House should 


thereupon determine. 
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the gentleman from New York, he was ready to | 
respond to the gentleman in equal terms of con- | 
ciliation. He had no desire to be considered | 
guilty of harboring feelings of animosity, He | 
frankly tendered the gentieman his hand. 

Messrs. Wurre and Rarusun here shook | 
hands, amidst the general acclamation of the | 
House. 

Mr. HARDIN moved that the various propo- 
sitions in relation to this matter be laid upon the 
table. That proposition being withdrawn, how- 
ever, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said le trusted the recon- 
ciliation between the parucs would be satisfactory 
to the House; and he proposed, in lieu of the 
proposition before them, that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee be instructed to report a bill to prevent, in 


future, the occurrence of scenes of violence upon || 


| 


this floor. 
Mr. HOLMES said it was his good or bad for- 
tune to have been absent from the House during 
the enactment of the late disgraceful scene. He | 
conceived it to be his solemn duty, however, with- 


out any respect to persons—a duty which he owed || rence of such scenes. 
to his constituents and to the country—to move |; Ratusun and Wuite] had both expressed their 


the resolution which he would now send to the 
Clerk’s table. 

Mr. H. sent up a resolution to the effect that | 
Messrs. Rarupun and Wuire be expelled from 
the House, 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution 
was not in order. 

Mr. CHAPPELL said, like the gentleman from | 
South Carolina, it had been his good or bad for- | 
tune not to be a witness of the deplorable scene | 
which bad occurred, and which could not fail to 
bring discredit upon the House and the country, | 
He could not consent that the matter should be 
abandoned in this way. Where would be the 
dignity of the House, if such a course were to 
be pursued? He hoped an investigation would 
be had, and the proper censure bestowed where 
it was merited, 

Mr. WHITE said lie did not object to the res- 
olution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
and hoped no politcal friend of his would inter- 
pose any obstacle to its passage, The gentleman 
was no political friend of his; but on this occa- 
sion, as on others, he had manifested that magna- 
nimity and high sense of honor which had always 
characterized him. All that he had done on this 
occasion challenged his highest respect. He was 
willing, if it was the pleasure of the House, that 
the fullest investigation should be had, and he 
hoped that his friend from Georgia would with- 
draw his motion to lay the subject on the table. 
Fiat justitia, ruat celum. 

Mr. HOLMES made some remarks, which 
were heard too indistinctly, owing to the position 
he took in the Hall, to be reported with accuracy, | 
He was understood to repeat his deep regret at 
the unhappy occurrence which had been witnessed 
that morning in the Hall, and to express the opin- 
ion that it was due to the reputation and dignity | 
of the House that justice should be done without 
being influenced by any considerations on account 
of the individuals concerned. In illustration, he |! 
referred to the case of Titus Manlius, son of the 
Roman consul, who, returning victorious with | 
the spoils of the enemy he had vanquished, was || 
4 to death by his own father for disobeying || 

is orders. Mr. H. thought that there were | 
scarcely any circumstances that could justify the 
conduct of the two members, and that they de- 
served the severest censure of the House. 

Mr. DICKINSON thought the matter had been 
settled to the satisfaction of the House and the 
two gentlemen concerned, and that it ought now | 
to be ended. If the dignity of the House wus to | 


| 
| 


1 


| 
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Mr. WHITE said, after what had fallen from | to the courts of justice, or it might act upon the || no right tobe. That person came within th 


matter itself, He understood the individual was 
in custody, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, said that the unfor- 
tunate individual who had been taken into custody | 
was a constituent of his, a very respectable man, 
and the son of a revolutionary officer. 
been in this city for some time, prosecuting a 
claim for the half pay due his father. | 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had a resolution on 
the subject. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, said he would not | 
detain the House. He had only one remark ‘» 
make, and that was, it was due to the individual 
that his case should not be prejudged. He sup- 
posed that a committee would be appointed, and | 
that they would inquire into the case. To this 
he had no objections. 

Mr. ELMER was of opinion that they owed | 
it to the dignity and reputation of the House to 





| adopt the resolution of the gentleman from North 


Carolina. The House had been frequently in- 
volved in occurrences of this kind, and it was 
time that something was done to prevent a recur- 
The gentlemen [Messrs. | 
regret at what had taken place; but still, there 
was something due to the ck of the national | 
Legislature, which had been violated on this oc- 

casion, and the matter should be investigated, | 
and then the House should deliberate what order | 


| should be taken in the premises, 


| 
if 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said that, when he was last || 


up, he was under the impression that the resolu- 
tion had been withdrawn. Finding that this had | 
not been done, he now offered a resolution as an | 
amendment, that the select committee should be | 


| instructed to report a bill providing for the pre- | 
| vention of any such occurrences in the House or | 


its purlieus. Mr. J. then sent up to the table an 


| amendment to the effectas above; which was read. 


| would not be better to omit all notice of the case 


| occasion. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL suggested whether it | 


before the House; and without casting a retro- | 
spective glance atthe past, provide for the future. 


He was not sure that this could be done; but he || 
was sure that it could not be, if the inquiries of || 


the committee were directed to the past. 

Mr. THOMPSON proposed to offer an amend- | 
ment to the amendment. He thought it was ab- 
solutely necessary that there should be an in- 
vestigation, as contemplated by the resolution; | 
and he proposed to extend ittoanother occurrence, | 
in which the order of the House had been violated. | 
Since he had the honor of being a member of that | 
House, he had witnessed two or three similar | 
occurrences; and he thought he had never seen | 
one in which there was so much disorder and so 
much difficulty in restoring order as the present 
Connected with this matter, also, was 
an outrage offered to the House by the firing of a 
pistol at one of its members, by which one of the 
officers was severely wounded. He supposed it 
was the first time that a pistol had ever been fired 
in that Hall. The committee should also examine 
into, and report the facts in relation to this assault 
upon an officer of the House, and en further, 
whether there was any connection between that 
case and the rencounter between the two mem- 
bers, 

There was another circumstance connected with 
this matter which also deserved investigation. We 





| should guard ourselves against the idea going 


abroad that we have armed guards around the 


Hall, and that men are introduced into it with 


concealed arms about them; and. this was the 


| ugliest cireumstance connected with the affair. 


That two members of the House, in the sudden 
excitement of feeling, should strike at each other, 
would not create so much surprise, and might 


be preserved, it must be done when there was a | admit of some palliation; but that an individual 


better temper than seemed to exist at present. | 


He would therefore propose that the House do 
now adjourn. 





Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped the House would | man would refrain from making any ren 
not now adjourn, ‘There was another breach of | calculated to prejudice the case of the individual. || 


decorum which the House ought to take notice 
of. He understood that, at the door of the House, | 


admitted into the Hall should shoot at one of the 
members—— 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, hoped the gentle- | 
remarks | 


Mr. THOMPSON said that such certainly was | 
not his intention. He thought it his duty to sub- | 


& police officer had been shot down by a person || mit an amendment; and in doing so it was neces- 
unknown to him, who was shooting at amember | sary to explain the cireun)stances which gave rise 


of the House. Some order should be taken in | 


to it. Itwould be also necessary for him to state | 


regard to this matter. He did a to point | that those members were in their places when the | 


out what course should be pursued. Perhaps the 
House might determine to turn the alsin. over i 


diiticulty took place between them; but that the 
individual who fired the pistol was where he had 


He had i] 
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and one of the members told him he had nr 
en 


to be there. He resisted; and, for putting } 
out, he drew a pistol and fired at the on 
This was an outrage which deserved in vestivatin.” 
| He did not intend to enlarge on this subject, ¢ 
create any prejudices against the individual: jy. 
| he thought the matter deserved investigation 
Mr. T. then offered, as an amendment to the 
| amendment, that the committee also inquire be 
| report to the House the facts connected with th 
| firing of a pistol, by which one of its officers — 


|| wounded. - 


j 


Some conversation ensued between Mr, BAR. 
NARDand Mr. WHITE. . 
| Mr. BARNARD said nothing on earth could 

justify the occurrence which they had witnessed 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman from Ney 
York if nothing on earth could justify self-e. 
fense. 

Mr. BARNARD proceeded with his remarks 
at some length, in a very low tone of voice, 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
previous question, 

The previous question was sustained by the 
House. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
| the amendment to the amendment which was 
| offered by Mr. Tuompson. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; also, the amendment [Mr. C. Jounson’s] as 
amended; and likewise the original resolution es 
amended. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then offered a resolution, 
to the effect that William S. Moore, now in 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, be imprisoned 
until the end of the present session for contempt. 

Objections were made to the resolution, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the res- 
olution, so that it should provide that William 
|S. Moore be detained in the custody of the Ser- 


| geant-at-Arms until the further orders of the 


| 





|| House. 


Mr. PAYNE moved that the prisoner be deliy- 
ered to the civil authorities of the District, to be 
tried on the charge of having fired a pistol, with 
the supposed intent to killamemberof this House, 
and therewith wounding an officer of this House. 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs, 
PAYNE, PETTIT, BROWN of Indiana, BEL- 
SER, and others. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put; being on 
the amendment offered by Mr. Payne. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The question then recurred upon the original 
| resolution; and it was adopted, 

Mr. WHITE rose and remarked that, in ref- 
erence to the individual by whom the shot was 
fired, although he was informed that he was from 
| the State of Kentucky, he had no knowledge of 
the man whatever. 

The House then adjourned. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. REDING: The petition of fifty-three citizens of 
Coos county, New Hampshire, praying for a reduction in 
the rates of postage, and the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege ; which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petitions of Rebecca Demary, Violette Vaughan, 
| Elizabeth Burley, Lydia Colby, Lucy Howe, Elizabeth Cur- 
rier, Phebe Pike, Meriam Swain, Dolly Sanborn, Eunice 
Haines, and Hannah Rundilett, for the continuance of theit 
pensions from the 4th of March, 1841, to the 4th of March, 
1843, and from the 4th of March, 1844, during their natural 
| lives; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Horace L. 
| Bowyer and one hundred and eighteen others, citizens of 
| the States of Illinois and Kentucky, praying the establish- 

ment of a post route from Paducah, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, via Metropolis, Vienna, and Marion, to Mount Ver- 
non, in the State of [tinois; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOYD: A petition for a mail-coach route from 
| Padueah, in Kentucky, via Metropolis, Vienna, Marion, 
| aad Frankfort, to Mount Vernon, in Ilinois. 





IN SENATE. 
* Wepvespay, April 24, 1844. 
| _Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Thomas 
| Herrick, of Maine, praying compensation for 
carrying the mail; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, a memorial, signed by William Emmons 
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and a large number of other persons, of the State | 
vf Maine, setting forth their objections to the 
spnexation of Texas to the United States; which | 
oer referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
wate. WRIGHT presented a petition, signed by 
ane of Monroe county, New York, setting 
forth the recent injuries to the harbor at the mouth 
of the Genesee river, and asking for an appro- 
riation for the repair and preservation of the {| 
works there; which was referred to the Gommit- 
we on Commerce. a 
Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Townshend, Windham county, Vermont, | 
yainst any alteration of the present tariff, and 
qainst the annexation of Texas to the United 
Siates; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Also, a petition from Sabra Shepard, praying || 
the renewal of her pension; which was referred } 
io the Committee on Pensions. | 
Mr. BUCHANAN 


resented two memorials | 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, protesting strongly || 
against any change of the existing tariff; which || 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented remonstrances || 
from the counties of Queen, Seneca, Oneida, and || 

Ontario, New York, against the annexation of 

Texas to the United States; which were referred 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from Steubenville, Ohio, and 
ffieen memorials from different portions of the 
Siate of New York, against any alteration of the 
present tariff; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Finance. | 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a petition from 
the heirs of John Stiley, deceased, praying in- 
demnity by the grant of lands in lieu of those 
which were granted him in the northwestern ter- 
ritory, and subsequently sold by the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Cuyahoga | 
county, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of any treaty for the annexation of Texas 
tothe United States; which were referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr.SEMPLE presented a memorial from three 
hundred and sixteen citizens of Lilinois, praying 
for the establishment of a national armory at old 
Fort Massac, in that State; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mt. ATHERTON presented additional evi- | 
dence in support of the claims of the heirs of || 
Major Thomas Maguire; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions; and the adverse re- 
as of that committee, heretofore made on the 

iil from the House upon the subject, was recom- 
mitted to the same committee. 

Mr. WALKER presented the proceedings of 
a large meeting held at the court-house in the city 
of Philadelphia, on Monday, the 22d of April, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas; which were 
read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting held in Bainbridge, Geauga coun- 
ty, Ohio, without distinction of party, in oppo- 
sition to the annexation of Texas to the Union; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and, on motion of Mr. T., all the me- 
morials he had heretofore presented on this sub- 
ject were taken from the table, and committed to 
the same committee. | 

Also, a petition from citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, asking Congress to take such measures to 
open the communication between Lake Superior 
and Lake Huron as will be most for the interest 
of the commerce of the West; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 

nance was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill from the House making appro- 
priations for certain improvements in the Terri- 
tory of Lowa, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs,towhich was referred the petition of George 
Griffith for the renewal of the pension of Mrs. | 


| 




















Green, moved that that tommittee be discharged 
from its further consideration, on the ground that 
the principles of the petition had been embraced | 


| ernment and constitution of that State. 


| vasionand domestic violence. 


in a general report. The committee was dis- 
charged, and the report, accompanying the mo- 
tion for discharge, was ordered to be printed. 
RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS. 
Mr. FRANCIS presented the protest and dec- 
laration of the State of Rhode Island against any 
interference by Congress with the internal gov- 


protest they assert that, under the charter form 


| of government under which they have always 
| lived, until the adoption of the present constitu- 
| tion, they joined with the other States in the war 


of the Revolution, as an independent and sover- 


| eign State; that, as such, and under the same gov- 
| ernment, they joined the Confederation in 1778, 
| by which their freedom and independence were 
| solemnly guarantied to them; 


that, under the 
same form of government, then recognized as re- 
publican, they became one of the United States, 
and received a guarantee of protection against in- 


In this | 


{ 


| 
| 
| 


They state that a | 
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| the recess of Congress, on their own private af- 


fairs. This he considered a personal privilege, 
which placed members of Congress on a footing 
different from that of other citizens. It was one 
he could not vote for, after denying it to post- 
masters. 


Mr. ARCHER said he would conform to the 


| proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island, by 


memorial has been sent to Congress, and pre- || 


sented in one branch thereof, requesting Congress 
to interfere and subvert the present constitution 
of that State. They protest against the right of 
Congress now to inquire whether the late charter 
form of government of that State was republican, 


after it had been so long recognized as such; and | 
| also against the right of Congress to inquire into 
the question whether the present constitution of 


Rhode Island is the lawful one, the same having 
been decided so to be by the people of that State, 
and being republican in its form; and against any 
interference whatever in their internal concerns 
by this Government, as tending to encourage a 
spirit of discontent, and excite insurrection and 
rebellion. 

The protest was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island whether it was his intention to call 
up hereafter the papers just presented and laid on 
the table, with a view to their reference, or any 
other action upon them? 

Mr. FRANCIS replied in the negative. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to establish 
the national armory for the West at Fort Massac, 
Illinois. 

POSTAGE——FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the bill to re- 
duce the rates of postage, to limit the use and cor- 
rect the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
the prevention of frauds onthe revenue of the Post 
Office Department, was taken up, as printed with 
the amendments heretofore adopted. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the pending ques- 


fourth line, in the eighth section, and insert, after 
the words ‘* thateach member of the Senate, each 
member of the House of Representatives, and each 
Delegate from a Territory of the United States,’’ 
the words, ‘‘ shall be authorized to frank and re- 
ceive, hereafter, letters in manuscript, not exceed- 
ing one half ounce in weight each.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS objected that the amendment, 
without intending it, would have the effect of cut- 
ting off the privilege of receiving communications 
exceeding half an ounce in weight—a privilege 
combinant by another part of the bill authorizing 
the excess of weight to be charged to the contin- 
gent fund, when it appeared that the communica- 
tion was on congressional business. He sug- 
gested the propriety of some modification to avoid 
this effect. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that it was not his 
intention that his amendment should have the 
effect objected to by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was very sorry his friend 
from Virginia had introduced this amendment at 
all. If the cheap postage system was to be es- 
tablished, the whole principle should be carried 
out; and that it was impossible to carry out as 
long as the franking privilege, as it now exists, 
was retained to any considerable extent, such as 
this amendment would involve. He would rather 
confer upon members of Congress the privilege of 
franking their own speeches or printed matter, 
than the power of franking letters at all, during 





tion was on the motion of the Senator from Vir- | 


ginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] to strike out all after the || present motion being one to strike out and insert, 








varying his motion so as to retain the eighth sec- 
tion, and add to it a proviso thateach member of 
the Senate, each member of the House, and each 
Delegate of a Territory may be authorized to frank 
and receive letters in manuscript, not exceedin 
half an ounce each in weight, during the recess o 
Congress. 

Mr.MERRICK reiterated his argumentsagainst 
any ee to extend the franking 
privilege beyond the modified form presented in 
the bill as now printed. He sincerely hoped the 
amendmént would not prevail. 

Mr. WRIGHT understood the proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia now to be to leave the 
bill as it is, and add a proviso extending the 
franking privilege of members of Congress to the 
recess, 

The PRESIDENT observed that it was under- 
stood the Senator from Virginia intended, though 
not yet so expressed, that his motion to amend 
was to be extended to the ninth section. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that, if his present 
amendment prevailed, he would follow itup bya 
motion to strike outthe ninth section, which would 


| then be unnecessary. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed that be pobeerene un- 
derstood the object of the Senator from Virginia 
to be to change the plan of furnishing free stamps 
to members into a privilege of franking and re- 
ceiving letters, not exceeding half an ounce in 
weight, during the session of Congress, Now it 
extends the privilege to the recess, leaving the 
free-cover plan still in force for the session of Con- 
gress. He should very much prefer the motion 
made by the Senator yesterday. 

Here an informal discussion arose, in which it 
was pointed out that the objections could be re- 
moved by further amendment. 

Mr. MERRICK called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he felt embarrassed, in 
being called upon to vote for the amendment sep- 
arated from the question of striking out the ninth 
section, the one being contingent on the other. 

Afterashortdebate on this point, Mr. ARCHER 
said, if the Senator front North Carolina would 
offer the modification he desired, he would ac- 


| cept it. 


r. MERRICK raised a point of order—the 
Senate having already refused to strike out the 
ninth section. 

The PRESIDENT decided that the former mo- 
tion having been simply one to strike out, and the 


the latter was new proposition, and consequently 
in order. 

Mr. SIMMONS made a few observations not 
distinetly heard, but understood to be in relation 
to the advantage which would result from remov- 
ing the objections so strongly urged against the 
abuses of the franking privilege. 

Mr. MERRICK further urged the necessity of 
members yielding up their personal privileges for 
the general good. 

Mr.SIMMONS said the operation ofthe amend- 
ment would not be such as the chairman of the 
Post Office Committee imagined. 

Mr. ARCHER accepted the proposition of thé 
Senator from North Carolina, to strike out the 
ninth section. His amendment, in substance 
would amount to merely changing the proposed 
modification of the franking privilege—that of 
substituting free covers with regard to letters seni, 
and the receipt of communications, by reinstating 
the franking privilege as it now exists, merely 
limiting it to the franking and free receipt of maua- 
script letters notexceeding halfan ounce in weight, 
Mr. A. showed that this would be a just and 
proper mode preserving a great public privilege 
and at the same time so limiting it that it could 
not affect the revenue of the Department injuri- 
ously. 

The PRESIDENT then stated the question 
pending to be on striking out the ninth section, 
and inserting at the end of the eighta section the 
proviso moved by the Senator from Virginia; on 
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ordered, 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the Senatorfrom Rhode | 
Island (Mr. Simmons} would now perceive what | 


was the end of all his calculations. The ninth 
section had to be stricken out. The Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Mernicx] had given notice that 
the word ‘* sent”’ was to be inserted in the eighth 
section, after the word “‘received.’’ As to the 
franking privilege, it was to be restored entirely 
to its present state, with this single exception: 
that during the recess of Congress members should 
have the right to frank and receive manuscript 
lettersand documents not exceeding half an ounce 
in weight. At present the right extended to two 
ounces. Now, the whole change in the question 
was whether members of Congress should pass 
this bill, reserving to themselves the franking 
privilege entirely as it now existed, with the sin- 
gle exception that they franked manuscript letters 
uring the recess weighing two ounces, under the 
Serearpeeneney et were limited by this amend- 
ment to letters weighing half an ounce, The 
Senate was now to decide the question, for it was 
the great point whether the country was to have 
a cheap postage system on correct principles or 
not, 
He desired toask this question: had there been 


which the yeas and nays had been called for and | 





While this bil] regulated the franking privilege, 
|, and gave to members of Congress all the privi- 
lege they desired, to receive letters free of postage 
during the session, and to send five letters a day 
to their constituents, it removed all that suspicion 
from the public mind which now attached itself 


Many a day passed over his head, at home, dur- 
‘ing which he did not write a single letter; and 


Congress would not cover one half the letters that 
he was obliged to write. Still he wanted to be 
free from all suspicion—from all imputation. If 
the franking privilege was restored, it would not 
| be so very small a thing as the Senator from 
Rhode Island seemed to imagine. It was a loss 
| to the Post Office Department of $60,000 a year. 
According to the estimates in October, it was only 
$30,000; but double the amount of letters were 
| franked during the session of Congress that were 
_franked during the recess. Therefore, the calcu- 
lation made in October could not be relied upon 
_as a criterion. 
| For his own 


part, he considered this an im- 


a single application made to the House of Repre- || portant principle; and he hoped the Senate would 


sentatives or the Senate that did not complain of || 


the abuse of the franking privilege? They had 
received resolutions from eight States, and peti- 


thousands of the people. The majority of these 
asked, not for the abatement of the privilege, but 
for its entire abolition. 

It was reduced by this bill, so far as it concerned 
public documents sent by either House of Con- 


gress; it was reduced, so far as regarded the re- | 
ceiving of them; and, for thirty days before and | 
thirty days after the session, a member had the | 


privilege of sending, ny stamp, five letters a day 
to his constituents. The proposition now before 
the Senate was to restore that right without any 
diminution whatever, except in regard to the re- 


duction of weight from two ounces to half an | 


ounce, during the recess of Congress. As tothe 
printed matter, there could be sent, under the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Vir- | 


ginia, all that had ever been sent during the whole 
session, and for thirty days before and after, The 


Senator from Virginia had agreed to accept that || 


modification ae a part of his system; which sys- 
tem was to restore the present franking privilege. 
Could it be possible that the Senate of the United 


States, after all it had done, was about to pursue || 


that course? The franking privilege had been 


abused, and it was abused even by the best in | 


either body. They could not avoid doing it. Was 
there a Senator present who did not receive letters 


under cover to himself, directed to some person | 


in this ~: It was the only abuse of the franking 
privilege he had ever himself committed. He had 
received such letters frequently; and he generally 
delivered them to the persons to whom they were 
directed. He had often written to his correspond- 
ents and requested them not to do it any more. 
He had never franked letters for a gentleman; 
but when a lady made such a request of him, he 
had not the heart to refuse her. 5 the year 1840, 
he had found franks in this city, at public hotels, 
to almost any number; and, as the Senator from 
Maryland {Mr. Mernick] said, the principals of 
schools had called upon members of Congress, 
and obtained from them bundles of franks, for 
the purpose of avoiding postage in these institu- 
tions. He believed the country had become con- 
vinced that this franking privilege had been most 
grossly abused. 


Tle was not opposed to retaining this privilege, || 
s9 far as it was made a means of convenience in || did not see any possible plan of making the num- 


transmitting papers and documents of public im- 
portance, in preference to the private letters of 
members; but he did not like the proposed sys- 
tem of doing this by stamps any more than the 
Senator from Virginia. He would rather they 


should be stricken out altogether; but he believed 
the majority of the Senate thought otherwise. 





As to the forging of stamps, there was no danger | 
of that. The whole system in England wascar- , 


ried on by stamps; the penny-post was carried || 


on by stamps; and the Government took care | 
that they should be so executed that they could | 
not be forged. 


Mangwn, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, White, and 
| 
| 


| 

| 

| district court of the United States, or of the District of 
| 


ersist in adhering to its former determinations. 
le would vote against the amendment. 

| Mr. SEVIER understood that this bill, from 
| the beginning, was urged through against the 
| well-known hostility of the Postmaster General. 
| It not only proposed to cut down the postage 
| against his sense of what was due to the Depart- 
| ment, but to cut down the franking privilege 
| against the sense of those who enjoy it for the 


| 
|| benefit of their constituents; for he maintained 
| that the privilege as its exists should be re- 
| tained, because it was an important privilege of 
| the people. He pointed out where the abuses of 
| the franking privilege were to be found, and how 
they should be remedied. He also pointed out 
| the evils that would be inflicted on such new 
| countries as that of his State, by the operation of 
|; a bill which must result in suppressing the non- 
|| paying mail routes. 

he question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted—yeas 17, nays 26; as follows: 
|} YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Clayton, Colquitt, 
Evans, Foster, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Johnson, 


Woodbridge—17. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
| Bayard, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, 





| Fairfield, Fulton, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mc- 
|| Duffie, Merrick, Miller, Pearce, Porter, Sturgeon, ‘Tappan, 
| Upham, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—26. 


Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the bill by 
adding an additional section, as follows: 


Sec. Qt. And be it further enacted, That all causes of 
action arising under this act, may be sued, and all offenses 
against this act may be prosecuted, before any circuit or 





Columbia, or of the Territories of the United States. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. EVANS suggested that, according the bill, 
the allowance of free stamps to members would 
be subjeet to great inequality. Members living 

| at a short distance would, by the pro rata allow- 
| ance, get twice as many free covers as members 
| living atagreatdistance. For instance: members 
whose constituents were only thirty miles off, 
| would get twenty-five covers a piece per day, 
| while he and all other members from a distance 
| would get but five per day. He thought the 
| number to each member ought to be the same. 
Mr. MERRICK said the bill proposed five free 
covers per day at the highest rate of postage; or 
an equivalent number of those at lower rates. He 


ber and rate equal to all members. 

Mr. EVANS said that, as he understood the 
bill, it was to give five stamps, at the highest 
rate, (fifteen cents,) to each member, or seventy- 
five cents worth per day; that is, seven and a half 
at ten cents, fifteen at five cents, or twenty-five at 
three cents, 

Mr. MERRICK wished to know what propo- 
sition could be made that would equalize the 
matter. 





making it five stamps per day to each member, to 


to those who enjoyed the privilege. That sus- | 
picion did exist in the public mind, might be seen | 
from the numerous memorials presented here from || 
_day today. Should members then hold to this | 
rivilege undiminished, with the grasp of fate? | 


the franks to be given him during a session of | 
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Mr. EVANS moved to amend the ninth sec- | 
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ss free through the mail ry 
| United ene, 10 any Part of the 
| Mr. HAYWOOD objected to this 5 
| transferring $31,000 worth of privilege in 

worth of stamps, at seventy-five ce 
| which may be converted into mone 
so disposed. He calculated that, between th 
long and short sessions, the average of a . 
months annual session might be taken, and nae 
puting the stamps to every member of Conor, 
| and the officers of the two Houses, at seyent, 
/ cents per day for these six months, 
amount would not fall short of what h 
mated—$49,000. 
He pointed cut the inequality of the Operation 
| of the proposed plan, both as regards the popula 
tion of the respective States, and as regards th, 
number of Senators for each State, compared with 
the number of Representatives who are to receiyp 
these free stamps. He had made calculations as 
to the effects of this bill on the revenue of the De. 
partment; and he found that, if the number of |e. 
ters continued the same as now, the loss by redyp. 
tion of the rates would be $1,606,000, ouit of an 
income of $3,500,000—almost a loss of fifty per 
cent. It would take the following rates of increggs 
to save the Department from loss, viz: on three. 
cent letters, one hundred per cent.; on five-cent 
letters, one hundred and ten per cent.; on ten-cent 
letters, seventy-five per cent.; and on the longest 
distances and fifteen-cent postage, sixty-six per 
cent. He pointed out the fallacy of basing the 
expectations of increased revenue from reductions 
| of postage on calculations of the number of letters 
| to be anticipated from a given population; and 
proved that, by the very amendments adopted in 
the several clauses of the bill as it now stood, the 
means of making up for deficiencies of income 
by reduction of postage, had been diverted from 
that object, thereby rendering it inevitable that 
there shall be a deficit chargeable on the Treasury, 
He contrasted the penny-post system of England 


with the proposed plan here, with a view of show. 
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ing that, although the benefits of that system are 
anticipated, not one of its leading features has 
been adhered to. In England the rate is made 
uniform at one penny. Here there are to be four 
different rates; there the rate is by weight; here 
it is compound; there everything passing through 
the mails is to pay; here the franking privilege is 
retained; there the Government is to pay (like in- 
dividuals) the postage on all Government letters; 
here the Government communications go free, ke. 
He showed that no calculations could be fairl 
made on comparisons of population; for Ireland, 
with eight million people, had, under the penny- 
post system, only as many letters as Scotland, 
with only two and a half million people. The 
population of Ireland—half that of England and 
Wales—had but one eighth the number of letters, 
and Scotland also but one eighth the number of 
letters, of England and Wales. He entered at 
large into a comparative statement of much statis- 
tical detail, showing that the principles on which 
the English penny-post system was founded are 
wholly inapplicable to this country. 

Mr. MERRICK was satisfied that the Senate 
was very eager to hear speeches on this bill, but 
he would spare them the infliction of a speech of 
his in reply to the Senator from North Carolina, 
and allow his remarks to go for what they were 
worth. He should merely make one correction; 
it was, that, on members’ franks, instead of their 
being an augmentation of expenses, according to 
this bill, there would be a saving of $100,000 
year! 

The question was then taken on Mr. Evan's 
amendment, by yeas and nays; and resulted— 
yeas 40, nays 1; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Atherton, 
Barrow, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, 
Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Foster, Francis, 
Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jar- 
nagin, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Por- 
ter, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, Upham, Walker, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and 
Wright—40. 

NAY—Mr. Merrick—1. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS then moved amendments neces- 
sary to make the bill conform with the amend- 
ment just adopted. 

The amendments weré adopted. 


tion, by striking out the pro rata choice, and } Mr. BUCHANAN asked the Senator from 
|| Maine if his amendments made any other altera- 
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tion than that of making the number of stamps 
- each member of Congress equal. 

Mr. EVANS said that was the sole effect of the 
giterations. : 

No other amendments being offered, the ques- 
son was on ordering the bill to be engrossed for 
a third reading; upon which question the yeas 
and nays were called for; and being ordered, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bayard, Buchanan, 
choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, 
rrancis, Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Merrick, Mil- 
ior, Morehead, Pearce, Porter, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tall- 
made, Tappan, Upham, Walker, White, Woodbridge, 
Woodbury, and Wright—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, 
Breese, Colquitt, Foster, Fulton, Haywood, Huger, Mc- 
Duffie, Mangum, Semple, and Sevier—14, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 


THE TARIFF. 


|| Whole on the state of the Union. 
| 


| Mr. WHITE said this had always been con- 
| sidered a privileged question. 
| 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, hoped the 


Mr. DAYTON expressed a wish that the Sen- | 


ate would intimate, in some way or other, when 
it would be most agreeable to resume the discus- | 
sion of the tariff question. It was all the same to | 
him when it should be the pleasure of the Senate 
tohear him—to-morrow would answer. He was 
desirous a day should be fixed, but had no dis- 
osition to interfere with other business. 
Mr. MERRICK hoped the Senator from New | 
Jersey would consent to let the motion lie over 
til Monday. It was desirable that the Post Office 
bill, and some other business, should get through 
this week. 


| 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. MILLER hoped his colleague would as- || 


sentto the postponement. While up, he would | 
move to make the bill for rechartering the banks 
of the District of Columbia the special order for | 
Friday. 
The motion was adopted. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 


Wenpnespay, April 24, 1844. 
The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, for the purpose of proceeding 
with the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, hoped the gen- 
teman from Ohio would withdraw that motion, | 
that he might have the opportunity to correct a | 
report, published in one of the city papers, (the | 
Intelligencer. ) {| 
_Mr. WHITE said he rose toa privileged ques- | 
tion, 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, remarked that || 
his was a privileged question likewise. 

Mr. WHITE said, for the first time in his life | 
—and he wished the reporters at both desks to | 
take down every word he uttered—he felt called | 
upon to notice a paragraph which appeared in one | 








| the purpose of going into the Committee of the 





only be heard by general consent. 1 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, repeated the 
expression of his desire to correct a misrepre- 
sentation of himself. 

Mr. WHITE said he had no doubt the House 
| would hear the gentleman from Indiana and him- 
| self too. Such had been the course hitherto pur- 
| sued. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD asked the gentleman from 
| Kentucky if the editor of the paper alluded to had 
refused him the privilege of inserting a correction 
| or explanation. 

Mr. WHITE was understood to say that he 
| had made no such request. 


being taken on the motion to suspend the rules for 


| gentleman from Kentucky would be allowed to | 
explain. 

| The SPEAKER reiterated the decision, that 

| it could only be done by general consent of the 

| House. 

Mr: WHITE appealed to the gentleman from 

| Ohio (Mr. Wetter] to withdraw his motion, that | 

| that obstacle might be removed. | 

| Mr. WELLER said if he was to come into the 

| House to explain all that the newspapers said of 

| him, he should often do it, and should consume 
much time. If, however, the gentleman had a | 

| personalexplanation to make, he would not persist | 

| 





| 
' 
| 
} 


in his motion; for he had no disposition to pre- 
| vent the gentleman making a personal explana- | 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE then inquired if there was any 
objection to his explanation. 

r. ELMER objected. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, moved a sus- 
Spoon of the rules, to give the gentleman from 

entucky an opportunity to proceed with his 


Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion, with the observation that he wished 
to record his vote against such a motion. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, rose to a ques- 
tionof order. He rose first, and desired permis- 
sion to make an explanation; and he wished to 
know how it was that the motion in relation to | 


| the gentleman from Kentucky took precedence. 


The SPEAKER explained. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, remarked that | 
he could make his explanation by a simple para- 
graph. 
. Mr. COBB suggested to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Morris] to make his motion 
applicable both to the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mi: . Wuire] and the gentleman from Indiana, 
{[Mr. Kennepy.] 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, assented; and | 
the motion was so amended. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
motion to suspend the rules; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 98, nays 64. 





of the city papers. 
an C. TOHNSON rose and addressed the } 
air, 


The SPEAKER simultaneously remarked to 
the gentleman from Kentucky that his explana- 
ion could only be made with general consent. 

Objections were made in several parts of the | 
House. 

Mr. KING, of New York, said it certainly 
could not be desirable to revive, on this floor, a | 
discussion of the occurrences of yesterday, nor | 
to open the door to anything that might lead to || 
altercation, That whole subject had been referred || 
to a committee, by whom the facts would be as- || 
certained and reported to the House; and this 1 
matter should await the report of that committee. 

€ trusted the House would refuse to suspend | 
the rules at this time, to take up that matter, or | 

| 
i 


snshing connected with it. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the gentleman 
from Kentucky wished to correct a misreport of 
“Et his remarks. ’ 

Mr. WHITE replied that that to which he | 
Wished to call the attention of the House was in | 
what purported to be a report of what had oc- | 
curred in this House, but not in the usual current 
reports. | 


‘ 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative.) 
Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, when his name 





was called, said that he had always regretted the || 
practice of this House of indulging members in || 


> a ; | ishi 
explaining or correcting newspaper reports and || far from furnishing a home market, to a great 


paragraphs. The present, he thought, was a fit 
occasion to correct the error, without just cause | 
of suspicion of unworthy motives, as the appli- | 
cation embraced a member of each of the political | 
parties. He therefore voted against a suspension | 
of the rules. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. WELLER then renewed his motion to go | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union; which was agreed to; and the commit- 
tee took up the ** bill to modify and amend the | 
act entitled ‘ An act to provide revenue from im- 
ports, and to change and modify existing laws | 
imposing duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved 13th August, 1842. *? 

The CHAIRMAN stated the gy Sg 
and announced that the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. J. Baivxernorr) was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF observed that a kind 


He therefore withdrew his motion. 


explanation. 


| The SPEAKER again said the gentleman could | 
| 
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of fatality seemed to attend all attempts on his 
art to secure an opportunity to address the 








|| House. It would be recollected that, when a de- 


bate sprung up concerning the reference of a por- 
tion of the President’s message, at the commence- 


ment of the session, he was prevented from par- 


ticipating in that debate by a sudden and severe 
indisposition; and on yesterday his remarks were 
arrested by the occurrence of a scene such as he 
had never before witnessed, and such @s he hoped 
he never would again; one which he would glad! 

blot out from the history of this Congress. It 
was not for him,a young man and a young mem- 


| ber, to lecture that House, if he should be so dis- 


| 
| 
} 





| 


| 


i 





| 
| 


) , | posed; but he trusted he might be permitted to 
Mr. C. JOHNSON insisted on the question |) 


say that much of the violence and heat which 
manifested itself there arose from the habit which 
prevailed of speaking upon every other subject 
except the one especially under consideration, It 
was a practice which he did not admire, and one 
which he did not intend to imitate. 

He would endeavor to confine himself strictly 
to the bill under consideration. It would be re- 


|} membered that, in the debate to which he had 


alluded, that sprung up in the early part of the 
session in reference to this subject, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Barnarp] contended that 


| it was in vain to look to great Britain for a mar- 


ket for our surplus productions; and ventured the 

redicticn that, in five years, Great Britain would 
betease an exporter of agricultural productions. 
He, on that occasion, in reply to the gentleman, 
had proceeded to show that the tariff established 
by the British Parliament, in 1815, was, based 
upon the position that, unless by legislation the 
prices of breadstuffs were kept up to eighty shil- 
lings sterling the quarter, much of the cultivable 
land would have to be abandoned. He further 
proceeded to show that, in consequence of the 
reduction of prices which had occurred in Great 
Britain in consequence of the resumption of specie 
payments by the Bank of England, the English 
corn laws were remodeled in 1832, on the assump- 
tion that it was still necessary to keep up the 
price of grain to seventy shihings, or else an 
abandonment of the cultivation of much land in 
the kingdom must ensue; and it was a fact that 
such occurrences were not unknown, Great 
Britain had been a very large importer of grain 
from this country; and under such circumstances, 


| how could it be possible that she should ever be- 


come the rival of this country in the production 
of grain? 

He took the position that it was impossible to 
build up a home market in this country for our 
surplus agricultural productions. It could not be 
done. 

Mr. B. refuted the argument so often used, that 
a protective tariff furnished a consumption for the 
agricultural productsof the country. He showed 
thesmall number of manufacturers and mechanics 
in comparison with the whole population of the 
country; and, deducting from these the ship- 
wrights, bricklayers, carpenters, cabinet makers 
in the interior, and other mechanics, who could 
in no way be benefited by a protective tariff, the 
number of consumers of agricultural products 
was too trifling to be computed. He argued that, 
until this Government could build up an adequate 
home market—which could not be done for cen- 
turies—it would be of no value to the farmer, for 
the prices of the home market would be governed 
by the prices abroad. But a protective tariff, so 


extent, prevented a foreign one; because, b r pro- 
hibiting importations, exports were also dimin- 
ished, Leeetue foreign nations would not buy our 
productions unless they could make returns in 
theirs. The absurd argument that a high tariff 
made low prices had been so ably refuted by 


| other gentlemen, that he would not touch on that 


point. There was one fact, however, in illustra- 
tion, which came within his own knowledge, that 
was so apt to the purpose, that he could not re- 
frain from mentioning it. The citizens of his 
neighborhood were now engaged in the eonstruc- 
tion of a railroad from the town he lived in to 
the lakes, for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
ortation of their products. Many of the stock- 
| ort-vee were good Whigs and high tariff men, 
and, of course, subscribed to the doctrine that 
a high tariff made low prices. These gentlemen 
were petitioning Congress to reduce the duties on 
their railroad iron, and writing to him, u 


mS 


ae ee Sarl 


on etd ee NPE 


cheap ted rain Wootten PORT 
po igs tae Pho me 


ee 








Voy patito 
npn hehe 


“ys 
enighlieest 


nes 


aoa Rye on 


eet the 


Oa, BA ele 
nema lie= 


ee 
at 


co 
a cad 


6 i 
Ce ce 
—— 


ee Sea ud 


a ee er 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








him to aid them. Now, if a high tariff made low 
prices, why did not these gentlemen petition Con- 
gress to raise the duty? In reply to a question 


‘ asked by Mr. Biptack, Mr, B. said that he did 


not consider the tariff in the bill before them a 
perfectone. If he had his way,he would reduce 
the duties on sugar and iron; but as an alterna- 
tive between it and the tariff of 1842, he would 
cheerfully take it. 

He woyld answer the gentleman further. He 
knew that it had been the policy of the country 


to admit railroad iron duty free, and the eastern | 


section of the Union, to a great extent, had al- 
ready seen the benefit of it. Now, however, that 
the poor West was seeking to obtain the benefits 
of the same policy, the protective tariff party 
were for discontinuing it. He objected to the 
existing tariff law, not only on account of the 


high duties it levies, but in consequence of the || 


odious discriminations it makes in favor of the 
rich, and againstthe poor. Now, he had taken 
taken the trouble to make a table, showing the 
contrast presented by the duties imposed on the 
articles consumed by therich, and those consumed 
by the aye and middling classes. Mr. B. read 
this table to the House, and after a few more re- 
marks, concluded, at the expiration of his hour. 

Mr. WETHERED obtained the floor, and ob- 
served that the gendeman from Indiana [Mr. 
Owen) who first spoke on the subject, commenced 
by saying that he intended to call things by their 
right names. He intended to follow the genue- 
man’s example, and would therefore call this tariff 
bill a destructive British bill, calculated to destroy 
the manufacturers and mechanics of the country, 
break up their work-shops, and encourage the 
manufacturers of Great Britain.~ The gentleman 
from Indiana, so lately the subject of Great Bri- 
tain, with all his predilections for the land of his 
birth, made an elaborate speech in favor of this 
bill; and he had no doubt, if the gentleman would 
take his speech in one hand, and the biil in the 
other, and make his bow to Queen Victoria, and 
kneel down, he would receive in receive in return 
a gentle tap with her sword as a reward for his 
devotion. England always rewarded those who 
promoted her interests; and he had no doubt but 


the gentlemen who supported this bill, if they | 


went to England, would be made earls and dukes 
in reward for their services. He had examined 
the bill through, and every article, except sugar 
and iron, was suited with a duty calculated to 
protect British interests. These two articles were 
protected in order to hold out a bait to the States 
of Louisianaand Pennsylvania, He regretted to 
see this discrimination. He thought the framers 


of the bill should have a@ted consistently; and | 


while they were breaking down so many of the 
important interests of the country, they should 


have broken down all together. If the bait took, | 


the next Congress, carrying out the principles of 
free trade, would destroy hens interests in their 
turn also. Mr, W.then went on to examine the 
various duties on the different articles in the bill, 
for the purpose of showing how, iu his opinion, 
domestic manufactures were injured by them. 
In the course of his argument he contended for 
& protective system, which he said was necessary 
to every branch of industry. He denied that the 
protective policy had had the effect of increasing 
the price of any article; and he went into some 
illustrative statements to support his position. He 


said the hat which he wore cost him five dollars, | 


and before that article was protected one of the 
same quality could not be obtained for less than 
eight dollars. But, above all things, the country 
required something like fixed and permanent legis- 
Jation. 

He quoted statistics of manufactures, trade, and 
agriculture; and argued that even the agriculturist 
was greatly benefited by protection. 

e have (said he) within us all the elements of 
independent existence. We have the raw mate- 
rials for every branch of manufacture in our own 
country—cotton, iron, lead, copper, salt, &c., in 
abundance. Why, then, should we send them to 
a ee country for manufacture? It was im- 
possible for any nation to become rich while it 
exported its raw materials, and exchanged them 
for the manufactures of other nations. Were gen- 
tlemen aware that England would receive our cot- 
ton and pay seventy-iive ceats a pound for it, and 
return it to us manufactured and charge us twent 
dollars a pound? He had the curiosity to wean 






] a pair of stockings made in England, and they 
|| weighed just one ounce, which, at the price the 


i stockings sold at, would bring them up to twenty 


dollars a pound, Where hail this twenty doi- | 


|| lars gone to? It had gone to build up the great- 
| ness of England. She had her agents and her 
i 


presses amongst us disseminating her doctrines; | 


‘| and he was sorry to find among her advocates 
some members on this floor. He was glad, though, 
|| to find that there was no true-hearted Whig among 
|| them who was willing to indorse such destructive 
|| doctrines. 
|| Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, next obtained 
|| the floor, 
| Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman to allow him 
'| five minutes of his ume, in order that he might 
reply to so much of the remarks of the gentleman 
who had just taken his seat (Mr. Wernerep] as 
were personal to himself. 





him. It was hardly his purpose to make a speech 
strictly on the subject of the tariff. He felt sensi- 
ble that a question so complicated in detail, and 
so difficult to be illustrated on principle, could 
allotted to him. 
the country stood , 
said in regard to it on this floor. 


Happily, the 


| this question was but little debated in this country. 





when parties began to array themselves against 


| ufactures of the country. Of late years that senti- 
|| ment was gaining ground in the country. He 
| had seen, very recently, a series of resolutions 
passed at a Democratic meeting in Pennsylvania, 
in one of the Democratic strongholds of that State, 





|| being an enemy tothe American system. He had 
,| said that the country was coming back to the rec- 
|| ognition of this policy; and what had they seen 
| here? One of the most significant signs of the 
times was the disposition manifested on the part 
of the majority to suppress discussion. The re- 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means was 

rought intu the House, accompanied by a demand 
| for the printing of twenty thousand extra copies, 


gence, there was not only a disposition to refuse 
| the extra copies, but a disposition to refuse any 

publication of it whatever. What more? When 
} the report of the Committee on Manufactures, on 
'| the subject of the tariff, was brought in, there was 
jj a denial of any publication whatever. Ona ques- 
tion which occupied every forum in the country, 
filled every mind and heart, and involved the 


|| stifle discussion on the other, was one of the most 
significant signs of the times. He asked gentle- 
||} men on the other side what greater folly the 

could commit than to throw out such an abund- 





| to prevent discussion on this, the most interesting 
question of the session? Why was it that so 
many documents were printed, when this was re- 
fused? The best report on the tariff side of the 
| question was the one that gentlemen had refused 

to publish. What did that imply? Was it not 
| their opponents’ weakness? He then reminded 
|| the House of the attempt he had made to get cer- 
| tain memorials presented to the House, and print- 
|, ed, in which, however, he had failed; and the 
| only course left to him was to lay them silently 
|| on the table, where they would be unnoticed; for 
|| all memorials presented in that manner became 
| mere dead papers, and were productive of no 
| good. He then proceeded to give a little of the 
_ history of parties on this tariff matter at the pres- 





| the Government, and the relative praise or blame 
|| to which parties were entitled for the recent and 
| present state of things. He highly extolled the 
| tariT of 1842, and the Whig party for its adop- 
tion. 
la Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 
\} foor. : 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, declined giv- | 
ing up any of the short space of time allotted to | 


| 
| scarcely be brought within the limits of the hour | 
He felt the less reluctance in | 
|| passing it over lightly, because the intelligence of | 
| d in little need of what might be | 
|| discussion of the subject was pervading all parts | 
|| of the country, and the people were daily gaining | 
|| new light in regard toit. There was atime when | 
|| From the time of the Revolution up to the time | 


each other, the general sentiment of the country | 
|| was in favor of the policy of building up the man- | 


'| defending General Jackson against the charge of 


| which was eared by the House; but when the | 
minority of the committee asked a similar indul- | 


deepest interests, that there should be a disposi- | 
|| ton to present only one side of the argument, and | 


ance of documents on one side, and yet attempt | 


_ ent day, the state of the revenue and resources of 





Ww him 





Mr. OWEN asked the gentleman to allo 
five minutes of his time, to enable him to rx 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Marylin 
— Wernerep) which were personal to him. 
'| Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, declined: a 
|| commenced his remarks by referring to the os 
|| 1842, and with an inquiry whether it was ite 
|| tial to the great interests of the country and na 
|| wants of the people, and whether it would hens 
|| been better to dispense with it, and let the eon. 
| promise act continue in force. He then went on 
|| to make a comparison of the imports and eXports 
‘| and the receipts and expenditures, for the four 
|| years of Mr. Van Buren’s administration; from 
|| which he drew the conclusion that our imports 
|| had exceeded our exports, and the balance of trade 

was against us; that the expenditures of the Gov. 
|| ernment exceeded the receipts into the Treasury 
and that there was a deficit, at the end of that 
four years, of $14,000,000. There was a large 
debt contracted; the balance of trade was against 
us; our expenditures exceeded our income; and 
the table was loaded with petitions, not only from 
the manufacturers, but from the merchants, and 
all the great interests of the country, calling on 
Congress to interpose, and to provide some reme- 
dial measure to relieve the embarrassments yp. 
der which not only the Government, but the 
whole country was laboring. It was in conse. 
quence of this state of things that the act of Ja49 
was passed. Now, he was aware that the gen. 
tlemen of the South contended that, in passing 
the compromise act, there was a pledge that it 
should be permanent; but it must be remembered 
thatit wasa pledge made by one Congress, which 
had no right to bind its successors. When the 
Congress of 1842 met, and found that there was 
debt contracted; that the iriterests of the country 
were prostrated; and that, under the existing state 
of things, there was no prospect of relief, it was 
a wise act in them to destroy the compromise act, 

Mr. M. then proceeded to make an estimate of 
the reduction of duty that would take place under 
the bill before the iscone. and its effects on the 
different branches of manufactures. He spoke 
particularly of the iron interests, more especially 
of railroad iron, and glanced generally at the pro- 
visions of the bill of 1842, adding that the pro- 
tective system was common to every civilized 
country on the face of the globe. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, obtained the floor; 
but gave way, at his request, to Mr. Owen, to 
enable him to make a brief explanation. 
| .Mr. OWEN. Ihave been anxious to obtain 
the floor, in reply to the personalities of the gen- 
|| tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Werneren,| be- 
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cause, if such trifles are to be replied to at all, it 
is better it should be at once; they are not worth 
sleeping over. lever regret when a discussion 
degenerates into such irrelevancies. They can 
add nothing to an argument. What matters it 
whether I be (as the gentleman has truly said | 
‘| am) a foreigner born, or whether he be (as he is) 
| a manufacturer? How shall it influence the ques- 
| tion in discussion, whether I have * British predi- 
| 

| 





lections,’’ or he ‘** manufacturing predilections?” 
Shall we sit in judgment on each other’s motives? 
That belongs to a higher tribunal than ours. 
That he should attribute to me foreign feelings, 
or [to him mercenary infentions, would be equally 
| unparliamentary, irrelevant, and unfair. 

he gentleman spoke of me as one “ so*lately 
a subject of Great Britain.’’ I donot know what 





|| the gentleman understands by “ lately.”’ Eighteen 
|| years ago (then just entering on manhood) I left 
|| the British monarchy and came to these shores. 
| If that was a crime, it was one that has often 
| been committed by the wisest and best. It was 
the crime of the pilgrim fathers. The gentleman’s 
own ancestors—he is not of Indian birth, I pre- 
| sume, sir, [laughter;] and if he be not, his own 
ancestors committed it. Eighteen years ago, I 
came to make my home in this Republic. Eigh- 
teen years ago, I settled in the West—then almost 
the frontier West—and kindly and indul ntly 
did my adopted State receive me; and well do I 
|| love her for it. Lighteén yearsago, I renounced 
|| allegiance to every sovereign upon earth, save 
| one—a free people. That is my offense. That 
is the extent of my crime! 
But the gentleman from Maryland takes ex- 
ception to it—that I, a naturalized citizen only, 
should have opened such a debate as this. Sir, 
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Se ene rare reentrant nn gree 
when ] look around this Hall, I see two portraits, | Mr. HUDSON, who moved that the committee 


nd but tWO, adorning its walls, The one, that 
rhe Father of his Country; an American truly 
cs birth; an Americax far more by the noble prin- 
eeu his name the first, the brightest, on 
the page of human history! The other—ay! sir, 
hose is the other? Let the gentleman from 
Maryland answer me; whose portrait is the other? 
4 European’s; an aristocrat s—if to be born 
song an aristocracy makes a man one of them- 
gives; a Subject ofa European king; one bred 
ypinthe very atmosphere of a court, What does 
entlenn a, the first day that resolutions are in 
order, to introduce one for the purpose of taking 
jown—of snatching from its station there—the 
portrait of that man; of the good, the wise, the 
great, the venerated La Fayette; of him whom 
inis nation delighted to honor; of him who, when 
he sought these shores, was received by America 
as never nation, till then, received aman? If I, 
yecause I am foreign born, be unworthy to open 
such adiscussion as this, that portraitis unworthy 
io look uponit. Yet, what sacrilegious hand dare 

luck it thence? . 

Sorry am I, sir, to recognize the bastard spirit 
of native Americanism here, I know that it has 
had its brief hour in New York; but I did not 
know it was to find its advocate, its purtisan, ina 
member of this House. Unworthy, sir—utterly 
unworthy—is that narrow and illiberal spirit to 
find a representative in any legislative body; least 
of all on the floor of the Congress of America. 
America is the land, not of one class, one tribe, 
one people; a home, not for those only to whom 
favoring fortune has granted birth within its bor- 


ders. ‘The world claims birthright in America! | 


The world admits America’s own claim to be “ the 
land of the free and the home of the brave.’’ The 
free claim this for their country; the brave claim 
itfor their country, [, foreign-born though I be, 
Irightfully claim it for my country, Itismine by 
free selection, by deliberate preference; the gentle- 
man’s by aceident only. And now I am willing 
judgment shall go, and the decision be made which 
of us has the best of it. 

Mr. WETHERED said that there was this 
difference between the gentleman and the portrait 
on this side the Hall, (La Fayette,) and the gen- 
ileman trom Indiana [Mr. Owen] on the other, 
That gentleman [pointing to La Fayette] fought 
for the liberties of the people of this country; and 
that gentleman [pointing to Mr. Owen] wished to 
deprive them of their liberties. [General laugh- 


ter. 

ide HUNT, of New York, observed that the 
first question which presented itself was that of 
constitutional power—whether this Government, 
under the Constitution, possessed the power to 
impose duties for the purpose of protecting the in- 


terests of the producing classes of the country. | 


he cherished—by the glorious deeds that | 


5 portrait there? Would it not be well for the | 


| rose and reported progress; and 
i 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
\ 
' 





It was hardly necessary to go much at length into | 


the argument of that part ofthe question. Ifthere 
sll remained any doubt on the subject, it ap- 
peared to him tHat the question had been put to 
rest by the concurrent authority, not only of all 
the Presidents of the United States, but by the 
cotemporaneous construction of the first Con- 
gress which sat after the adoption, of the Consti- 
tution, The experience of the world had shown 
that those countries where manufacturing industry 
was protected, were the countries in which was 
found the igeonient degree of prosperity. In them 
were found wealth, employment for labor, and the 
greatest improvements in the arts. Protection 
caused a subdivision of labor, which led to per- 
fection and profit. Allusion had been made to the 
prevailing distress in England under its protect- 
ive policy, but that he deemed incident to the 
density of her population. He defended at some 
length the protective policy; he said it was ad- 
vantageous to the agriculturists, and that class 
cherished it; it was also profitable to the cotton 
grower of the South. 

Mr. HAMMETT assured the gentleman that 
nineteen twentieths of the people of his State 
would satisfy that gentleman that it was injurious 
to them. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, went on to sustain 

18 position that the protective policy was pro- 
motive of the interests of all classes. 


Mr. BELSER next obtained the floor, but gave 
way to 
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rise; which motion being adopted, the committee 


i 
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The House adjourned. | 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. C. M. REED: The memorial of P. S. Cole, Esq., | 
and seventy citizens of Warren county, Pennsylvania, ap- 
proving of the tariff of 1842, and remonstrating against any 
modification by Congress. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition of the | 


boat Association, praying permission to change the name | 
of the steamboat Albany ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BENTON: The petition of Reuben Hildreth, of 
Herkimer, New York, asking for arrearages of pension ; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions. | 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petitions of Jane D. Alexander, | 
Sarah Byam, Hannah Ball, Matilda Bruce, Amey Bartlett, | 
Sarah Bowers, Lydia Brigham, Bettee Boynton, Ruhamah 
Burnham, Rachel Cutler, Polly Dunster, Rebecca Diamond, | 
Abigail Dart, Rachel Davis, Hannah Derby, Kesiah Emer- 
son, Usebia Evans, Lucy Elliot, Esther Eaton, Naomi Felt, 
Betsey Foster, Eunice Faulkner, Elizabeth Green, Asubah 
Gerould, Ruth Hemmingway, Anna Hunt, Lucy Hardy, | 
Rebecca Joslin, Lucy Kimball, Submit Lawrence, Lois 
Laken, Sally Matthews, Ruth Metealf, Sarah McMurphy, 
Hannah Morse, Sybil Palmer, Hannah Prentiss, Lucy 
Pevey, Mary Priest, Susanna Pratt, Susanna Peters, Mary 
Robins, Olive A. Phillips, Elizabeth Richardson, Polly 
Stratton, Rebecea Stacey, Lydia Stone, Betty Taylor, Mary | 
Wright, Sarah Whitney, Mary White, Lydia Wise, Sarah 
Washburn, Dina Wilcox, Sarah Whitcomb, Mary Chad- | 
wick, and Mary Chase, severally praying further allowance | 
of two years’ pension from the 4ti: of March, 1841, to the | 
4th of March, 1843. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of [inois, the papers in the | 
case of George Kinder, Jubilee Posey, and Joel Whitesides, | 
praying Congress to make good the deficiency in certain | 
lands purchased by them of the Government, were taken | 
from the files of the House, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. - | 

| 
| 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1844. 
Immediately after the reading of the journal, a | 
message was received from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, announcing the death of Hon. Peter | 
E. Bossier, a Representative of the State of Lou- 
isiana, and communicating the resolutions of con- 
dolence and respect adepted by that body on the 
occasion. 
The resolutions were read by the Secretary. 
Mr. JOHNSON, in a few remarks, very im- 
perfectly heard in the reporter’s gallery, stated 


on this painful occasion. He had been informed 
that the event which rendered this necessary had 
occurred last night, in this city, after a lingering 
disease, which the deceased bore with Christian 
fortitude and resignation. Summoned from the 
scene of his earthly duties, although far removed 
from his home, he had the consolation of being | 
surrounded in that trying hour by those best cal- 
culated to render soothing the last sad and tender 
office of smoothing the pillow of death. He re- 
signed his spirit to Him who gave it, in the pres- 
ence of the wife of his bosom, and of some of his 
most devoted friends. 


Residing ina different section of the State of || 


Louisiana, he had not the pleasure of an intimate 
acquaintance with Mr Bosster. He wasanative 
of that State—a Creole by birth—and of that race 
distinguished for every noble and chivalrous | 
attribute that dignifies human nature. The high 
station to which he had been delegated in the | 
other branch of Congress, afforded ample proof 
of his own worth, and of the confidence and 
respect of those who could best appreciate it. 

He moved, as a tribute of respect on this occa- 
sion, the following resolutions: ; 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives, an- 
nouncing the death of Hon. Perer E. Boss1er, a Represent- 
ative of the State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That, as a token of their respect to the mem- 


| 
| 








his funeral at twelve o’clock, m., to-morrow, and will wear 
the usual badge of mourning for thirty days; and, as a 
further mark of respect, that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted; 


, 


and the Senate adjourned. 


ory of the deceased, the members of the Senate will attend 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, 
Mr. ADAMS asked to be excused from serv- 


ing on the committee appointed to inquire into 
the circumstances connected with the rencounter 


; 
| 
} 
' 
| 
| 
| 
trustees and directors of the Troy and New York Steam- {| 
| 
i 
| 
' 
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between Messrs. Wuire and Ratusen; which 
was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. MR. BOSSIER. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. Speaker, but a few short 
weeks have elapsed since | was called upon to 
discharge the melancholy duty of announcing the 
death of a Senator from Louisiana. We have now 
to deplore the loss of one of her Representatives 
upon this floor. My colleague and friend, Prerrge 
Evaniste Bosster, died last night at his lodgings 
in this city, after a protracted, but not painful, 
illness. He had been gradually declining in 
strength, and expired without a struggle or a 
groan. 

He preserved, through his long illness, the 
serenity of temper and cheerfulness of disposition 
which had distinguished him through life. His 
last moments were soothed by the attentions of 
numerous attached and sympathizing friends, and 
by the presence of an effectionate wife, who had, 
with untiring assiduity, watched over and min- 
istered to him as woman only can do. 

Mr. Bossier was a native of Louisiana, of 
French descent, his family being among the car+ 
liest settlers of the colony. He was one of that 
ancient population which, in many parts of our 
State, still preserve the language, manners, and 
customs of their fathers; remarkable for their 
almost patriarchal simplicity, their ee 
honesty, their chivalrous courage, their frank an 
manly spirit; a population surpassed by none in 
all the wide expanse of this Republic, for its pa- 
triotic devotion to our free institutions. 

My colleague was the type of this class; unpre- 
tending in manner, courteous in deportment, alike 
inaccessible to the blandishments of flattery and 
the influences of intimidation, elevated above 
every mercenary consideration, gentle in his tem- 
per; but when his rights were invaded, or his 
honor assailed, ever ready to defend the one and 
vindicate the other. Homo antiqua virtute ac fide; 
or, in the language of his own Gallic ore a 
‘* chevalier sans peur et sans reproche.’’? He had 
served for ten yeafs in the Senate of his native 


| State, in a manner alike creditable to himself and 


useful to his constituents, and was still a member 
of that body for an unexpired term, when he 
yielded to an unsolicited and spontaneous nom- 


| ination for Congress, and was elected by a large 
thatit had become his duty to address the Senate || 


|| as opposed to him in politics. 








| event; and as a testimony of res’ 


| then are heard no more. 
| be more deeply impressed upon us all, it would 


majority in a district which had been considered 
Transferred to 
the councils of the nation, a long vista of useful- 
ness, upon this more elevated theater, appeared 
to have opened before him. His attention to 
business, his excellent judgment, would have 
rendered him a most valuable Representative. 
His modesty and diffidence might have prevented 
him from participating freely in the debates of 
the House; but in the less brilliant but equally 
useful labors of the committee-room, he would 
have done the State good service. 

He has beencut down before he had fairly started 
in his new career; but he had already acquired 
the respect and esteem of all who knew him. 
‘* Sic erat in fatis;’’ but, while we bow in submis- 
sion to the decree of Providence, let us profit by 
the admonition it conveys. Since the last ses- 
sion of Congress, seven members of this House 
and three of the Senate have been gathered to 
theirfathers. Weare, indeed, but ** poor players, 
who fret and strut their hour upon the stage, and 
” If this feeling could 


|| tend to soften the asperities of debate—to check 


all violent ebullitions of party spirit. When, to- 
morrow, we shall follow to the tomb the mortal 
remains of him who but so recently participated 
in our deliberations, would it not be well foreach 
and every one of us, standing around his yet un- 
closed grave, silently to make the solemn pledge 


| that no harsh recriminations, no personal alterca- 


tions, no unseemly broils, shall hereafter dese- 
crate the sanctity of this Hall? 


Mr. S. then offered the following resolutions; 
which were unanimously adopted: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with deep emotion 
the annunciation of the death of Hon. Perer E. Bossier, 
a member from the State of Louisiana. : 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting 
t for the memory ot 
the deceased, the members and officers will go into mourn- 
ing, by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Rasioel, That the members and officers of the House 
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will attend the funeral of Hon. Perer E. Bossier attweive | 


o'clock, m., to-morrow. 


| 
Resolved, That when this House adjourns to-day, it will 


adjourn to mect at twelve, m., to-morrow. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate to notify 
that body of the death of Perer E. Bossier, late one of the 
Representatives from the State of Louisiana ; that his fune 
rai will take place from the Hall of this House to-morrow 
at twelve o'clock, m., and thatthe Senate be invited to 
attend the same. 

Resolved, That this House do now adjourn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 26, 1844. 


TheSPEAKER took the chairat twelve o’clock, | 


pursuant to the adjournment of yesterday, and 
the minutes of yesterday were read and approved. 
After which the funeral ceremonies of the Catho 

lic Church were performed over the remains of 
Hon. Perer E. Bossier, a Representative in the 
Congress of the United States from Louisiana, by 
Rev. Dr. Ryder, of the Georgetown College, as- 
sisted by several Catholic clergymen, &c., in the 
presence of the President of the United States and 
his Cabinet ministers; the Commander-in-Chief 


of the Army, Major General Scott, and his aids; | 


the Senators of the United States; the members of 


the House of Representatives; the friends of the | 
An appropriate address | 
tev. Dr. Ryder, in the | 


deceased, and others. 
was also delivered by 
course of which he explained the ceremonials 
which had been observed, and why they were 
used, 

Immediately thereafter, the procession moved 
to the Congressional burial-ground, in the follow- 
ing order, as laid down in the printed programme: 


The Chaplains of both Houses of Congress.’ 
The Catholie Clergymen. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 


Committee of Arrangements : 
Mr. Stidell of Louisiana, Mr. Clinch of Georgia, 
Mr. Cross of Arkansas, Mr. Dunlap of Maine, 
Mr. Cave Johnson of ‘Venn., 
Mr. Baruard of New York. 
Pall-bearers : 

Mr. Vance of Ohio, Mr. Cullom of Tennessee, 
Mr. Burtof South Carolina, | Mr. Deberry of N. Carolina, 
Mr. Pheonix of New York, | Mr. Brown of Indiana, 
Mr. Coles of Virginia, Mr. Relfe of Missouri. 

The family and friends of the deceased. 
The Senators and Kepresentatives from the State of Louis- 

jana, AS Mourners. 

The Sergeant-at-Arins of the House of Representatives. 





The House of Representatives of the United States, pre- | 


eeded by their Speaker and Clerk. 
The other officers of the House of Representatives. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 
The Senate, preceded by their President and Secretary. 
The other officers of the Senate. 
The President of the United States. 
The heads of Departments. 
The Chief Justice and Associate Justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and its officers. 
The diplomatic corps. 


The Comptrollers, Auditors, and heads of bureaus of the |} 


several Departments of the Government, 
with their officers. 
Officers of the Army and Navy at the seat of Govern- 
ment. 
The Mayor of Washington. 
Citizens and strangers. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, -fpril 27, 1844. 

Mr. HARALSON remarked that, in conse- 
quence of the death of Hon. P. E. Bossier, a 
vacancy was occasioned in the Committee on 
Military Affairs, which it would be necessary to 
supply. He therefore moved that the Speaker 
be directed to supply such vacancy by the ap- 
pointment of some gentleman to act on that com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was necessary and 


proper that some time should be fixed, in ad- 
vance, at which all debate should cease on the bill 
to amend and modify the tariff law; he therefore 
submitted a resolution to fix the hour at four 
o’clock on Monday, the 6th of May, for that pur- 
ose. 
Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, suggested that, 


as two days had been so recently lost, the day 


mentioned in the resolution should be fixed two or 


three days later. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL also reminded the 


House that the first three days of May were as- || 
signed to the business of the District of Columbia; || the House would agree to meet at ten o’clock; | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. Simpson of 8. Carolina, | 








. 
eee April 27, 
devoted to the business to which they were ap- | might be delivered for the whole week Si dee = 
propriated. | to the renewal of the carpets, he hoped the o. ig 
Mr. K ENNEDY, of Maryland, begged to say tion made would not meet the approbation ect 
that he believed there had been a general under- || gentleman who expected to zo home on aa ot 
standing that both sides of the House would assent || of May; and he understood a desire to adjoi = am 
to a resolution to terminate this debate on Mon- || that day existed among many members ari 
day, the 6th day of May, founded on the idea that || floor. He again expressed his desire ence. 
the business of the District of Columbia was to || House should adopt this resolution, eo 
go over to some other time; but, as several days || Mr. VINTON replied in opposition to the 
had been lost during the present week, he again | olution. rea. 
|| suggested a postponement. Mr. WELLER supported it. 
Messrs. BARNARD, HARDIN, SLIDELL, Mr. SCHENCK contended that, by the mo 
sites INGERSOLL, and others, were on the |} accurate calculation, there could not bé more st 
thirty-five or thirty-six spbeches delivered 
vious to the hour 


| 


than 


xed by the resolution for the 


floor simultaneously, and made some observations 
that were not distinctly heard. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said the resolution which 


termination of the debate; and he thought it high} 
he had offered had been offered after consultation probable that the number allowed to be made y 
with several gentlemen without distinction of || that side of the Hall would not be more than oe 
party. The opinion was, that some day next || or twelve. The people of the country would ae 


week should be fixed, but he had yielded to the || consider the time thrown away that had been con 
suggestions of others, and inserted the day named || sumed in a fair and liberal discussion. For aon 
in his resolution, ‘The business of the District || he would have the debate on this subject hard to 
of Columbia would be no obstacle, for a majority || be got into and hard to be got out of. He should 
could postpone that order of business to a later || vote against the resolution. 
pene he therefore hoped the resolution would Mr. HAMLIN observed that from the mannor 
ve adopted. in which the discussion on this resolution had 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK, as a member of the || been running, he apprehended that they never 
Committee for the District of Columbia, said he || should approximate to the decision of the main 
had no objection to the postponement of their || subject to which this resolution related, unless 
|| business to a more convenient day. they fixed on some time for terminating the de. 
Some conversation ensued on that point between || bate on it. He concurred generally in the views 
| Messrs. WELLER, BARNARD, and C. J. LN- || expressed by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr 
|| GERSOLL. Dromaootre]| who offered the resolution. It was 
| The SPEAKER, in reply to their observa- || true that the day for terminating this debate should 
|| tions, said that the District business was not a || be fixed on, and it should be done in advance, to 
| special order; and hence a majority could post- || the end that every gentleman should have an op- 


| . ° e . . . 

|| pone it. a portunity of voting on it. He believed that the 
|| Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL understood that, ac- || time allowed by the resolution was sufficient! 
| 
ti 
| 





|| cording to custom, three days would be taken ample for a fair discussion. Individually he 
| out of the next week to change the carpets, and || would, like other gentlemen, prefer a longer time 
otherwise improve the Hall in which they sat. for debate, but there were high public interests 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said the limitation of de- || paramount to the personal views of members, 
bate, now proposed so long in advance, was in- || which required an early decision of this question; 
tended to operate in fairness and equality, which || and he thought that members should forego their 
a resolution might not do, if it were passed when || own personal feelings and wishes in deference to 
a majority in this House should think debate had |) the public good. Who did not know that, in 
| progressed far enough. Besides, by fixing the || two weeks’ time, a full, fair, and free discussion 
| period more than a week in advance, (and fair- might be had! It was true that the bill might 
ness and justice required that proper notice should || not be discussed in all its details, but that he did 
_ be given of the day on which the House would || not consider essential to such an understanding 
come to a vote on a measure of so much import- || of the subject as would enable the House to vote 
ance,) absentees would have notice tocome onand || on it. Every gentleman would have sufficient 
|| vote; for it was very desirable that, at such a |! information to enable him to make up his mind 
| time, there should bea full House. Hehadcon- || on the subject. Mr. H. concluded by moving 
|| sulted many gentlemen respecting the day which || the previous question. 
should be fixed, and he should have consulted The question on seconding the previous ques- 
| others if they had come in his way; he consuited || tion was put, and decided in the negative—ayes 
| gentlemen without regard to party, and all ad- || 70, noes 71. - 
mitted that it was an act of fairness and equality, |) Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to amend the 
|| and of liberality, to fix the day so far in advance. resolution, by striking out Monday and inserting 
Everybody must admit that the question must be |} Thursda 


decided at some time or other; and there was Mr. BRODHEAD moved to lay the resolution 
hardly a gentleman who would not say that, |! on the table. 


|, whenever it was decided, the debate must be term- Mr. DOMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays 
| inated by order of the House; and surely, 7 on the motion. 


| The yeasand nays were ordered; and, on taking 


|, Monday week there would be ample time, in ad- 
|| dition to the time already consumed, fully to dis- the question, it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 88, nays 83; as follows: 


' cuss this whole question. If there should not, 
however, be time enough for every gentleman to YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Belser, Blackwell, Brengle, Brodhead, Miltoa 


| speak on this measure who might desire to do so, 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clinch, 


he was of opinion they should look at what was | . 
due to the country. He should forego any desire |, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
y 6 y Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, Ellis, Fish, Flor- 


he might have to address the House for the pro- ence, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 


motion of the business of the country; and he || Grider, Hardin, Henley, Holmes, Hoge, Hudson, Wash- 
hoped it would be the pleasure of the House to || ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Perley B. = 
adopt the resolution. son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, 
"M HARDIN called for the reading of the Leonard, Lewis, McConnell, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. 
nee ae “A : > ~ || Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Parmenter, Patter- 
resolution; and it was read accordingly. || son, Pettit, Peyton, Poliock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL sees to the reso- || Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Reberte, Reckiet, Rogers, 
t * ntended that itdid not give sufficient || Russell, Sample, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
lu vores and et end d > pach ie oT ge i] Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith Caleb B. Smith, Spence, 
time for the discussion of the question ; ’ 
iw . - ne . ent . 2 q : || Andrew Stewart, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Tyler, 
Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped it would be the pleas- || Vance, tinton, White, Wiliiams, Winthrop, and Wood- 
ure of the House to agree to the resolution. He || wank00. y ss ae i Bn 
"as sure . ime iven | this |) NAYS—Messrs. Anderson tkinson, Benton ack, 
See — ane ae ere “4 ae i “7 || James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, Burke, 
resolution to the discussion of the tari as could |) Caldwell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Cbap- 
with propriety be given, It had been fully dis- || man, Clingman, Clinton, Coles, Cullom, Daniel, Dean, 
cussed by the country heretofore, and if he had || Dougies,, Brean are Desem, © waite, Pasion, Ficklin 
-onsulte : on" view 5 ave advo- || Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, 
ee _ oun veomhoe eee havo ad d | Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James 
cated a still earlier day than that now named. || g. Hunt; Charies J. Ingersoll, Jenks, Cave Johnson, An- 
| With respect to the business of the next week, | drew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpat- 
he hoped the businessof the District of Columbia || sat Lobemane, Loom, Lye, Se, Se 
: : es cDowell, Mclivain, Joseph Morris, Norris, Owen, ’ 
would be postponed, and, in addition, he hoped Emery D. Potter, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, St 
|| John, Saunders, Schenck, David L. Seymour, John T. 











and he inquired whether those days were to be | and thus, with late sessions, eight speeches a day || Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, 


sailed stone, F 
den, Van 


Jose pt A. Writ 


Mr. DRO. 
olve itself 3 
ha grate O 
,inuing the 
Mr. Ds 
of the bill in 
and here he 
being order 
follows? 
yEAS—M¢ 
penton, Bidl 
poyd, Brodlie 


: A 
yapiman, + 
Gales, Collan 


W. Dav 
veel Fret 
Haralson, He 
ton, Hubard, 
son, Anise 

y, Joh 
—, Le 
Causien, MC 
ris, Murphy 
pmory D. P 
Riuter, Robe 
Seymour, : 

\ Smt 
Restor, ‘Th 
Wentworth 
Joseph A. 

NAYS— 

ton Brown, 
chiiton, € 
pickey, Fi 
Grinnell, € 
{ngersoll, 
Johnson, [ 
Morris, M 
Preston, C 
schenck, | 
mers, Tyl¢ 

Yost—o3. 

So the 

{leman f 

The § 

mittee O 

andresu 
and mot 

Mr. f 
said, if 
heenter 
in this 

sions 0! 

in the | 

friend 
vocate 
class \ 
with th 
The! 
subjec’ 
moder’ 
to all | 

ion, t 

ble—t 

akin ( 
of Lo 
gatior 
use n 
of sle 
Th 
count! 
way 
haps 
cept 
was, 
class 
levy 
fray 
whe 
kine 
unW 
ano 
ties 
tha! 
Go 
ha 
ne 
aac 
law 
oll 
80) 








Government economically administered—a party | 


1844. 














ers Stone, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Til- 
ules: anmeter, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, | 
deny A. Wright, and Yost—83. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
fe state of the Union, for the purpose of con- 
,nuing the debate on the tariff bill. 


sa) 


Mr. BARNARD desired the House to dispose 
of the pill in relation to eastern harbors and rivers; 
and here he called for the yeas and nays; which 
peing ordered, resulted—yeas 105, nays 53; as 
follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, 
poyd, Brodhead, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clingman, Clinton, 
Coles, Collamer, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
Ficklin, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, 
Haralson, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Hous- | 
won, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave John- 
con, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
pranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lyon, Mathews, Mc- 
Causien, McClelland, McConnell, McDowell, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pollock, | 
pmory D. Potter, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
pitter, Roberts, Russell, St. John, Saunders, ‘Thomas H. 
seymour, Simpson, Slidell, John 'T’. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Rodert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Stone, | 
Taylor, Thompson, ‘libbatts, Tucker, Vinton, Weller, | 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Woodward, and | 
Joseph A. Wright—105, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Baker, Barnard, Brengle, Mil- 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Causin, 
chiiton, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
{ngersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Jonnson, Daniel P. King, Marsh, McIlvaine, Edward J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Peyton, Elisha R. Potter, 
Preston, Charles M. Reed, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Sum- 
mers, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Wethered, Winthrop, and 
Yost—53. 








So the House agreed to the motion of the gen- 
{leman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoo.e.] 

The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Hopkins in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to amend 
and modify the tariff act of 1842. 

Mr. BELSER, who was entitled to the floor, 
said, if he was not mistaken in the views which 
beentertained in relation to the division of parties 
in this country, there were now some four divi- 
sions on this great national question. There was, | 
inthe first place, the avowed protectionist, the | 
friend of special bounties and privileges, the ad- 
vocate of the most enlarged monopoly. Of this 
class were the patricians of this Government, 
with their devoted adherents. 

There was another class of politicians on this 
subject, who went for what they called fair and 
moderate, but certain and stable, encouragement | 
io all branches of industry—a thing, in his opin- 
ion, too general in its terms to be made practica- 
ble—too diplomatic in its character, and too much | 
akin (if he might use an illustration) to the reply | 
of Lord Aberdeen to the Texan secretary of le- 
gation, when he said that Great Britain would | 
use NO improper-means in regard to the abolition 
of slavery in that Republic. 

There was another class of politicians in this | 
country—the incidental protectionists, the half- 
way house men—men who were opposed, per- | 
haps, to banks and to monopolies in general, ex- 
cept those in which they were interested. There | 
was, likewise, a fourth class of politicians—a | 
class to which he claimed to belong—who go for 
levying no more revenue than is necessary to de- 
fray the expenses of this Government; and who, 
when levying duties for that purpose, have no 
kind of protection whatever in view—who are 
unwilling to protect one class at the expense of | 
another; in short, a party who go for laying du- 
es, So as to raise the lowest amount of revenue 
that is necessary to defray the expenses of this | 








| 
| 
| 
} 
hat goes for limiting the powers of this Govern- | 
ent, and not leaving things to a wild discretion | 
aad latitudinous construction, which are calcu- 
laed to overthrow our free institutions. He rec- 
olleeted being forcibly struck, on reading anarticle 
some time ago, which assimilated this Govern- | 
ment, as it ought to be, as nearly as possible to | 
the government of Heaven. | 
the beauty of that observation; and its truth must | 
admitted. No one would undertake to deny | 
that that government was best which, in the dis- || 


tribution of its benefits, approximates most nearly 
to the Divine government, which dispenses its 
blessings and bounties on earth to no particuiar 
class of individuals, but alike to all who are the 
subjects of Divine government. Our forefathers, 
when they formed this Government, had seen 
enough of human despotism, in its examples pre- 
sented in other countries, to warn them against 
monopolies and tyranny of any description; and 
they socal to form such a government as would 
the most nearly approximate to the Divine gov- 
ernment. To do this, they saw the necessity of 


limiting the power of the government which they || 


were about to form; and a part, and a necessary 
part, of their plan was, at the outset, the adop- 
tion of a written Constitution, in which certain 
powers were given to this Government, to be ex- 
ercised by it for national purposes, the rest being 
reserved to the States of the Union, and to the 
people. 

Among the powers thus delegated to Congress 
was the power to lay taxes on excises and im- 
ports, to pay the debts and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of the United 


| States; and also the power to regulate commerce 


with foreign nations,and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes. 
that, if there was any power given in this instru- 
ment which edada the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States to protect any branch of the industry 
of the country to the exclusion of all the rest, it 
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protective tariff system, and made a comparison 
of the effects of the tariff laws that have been 
passed since 1828, refuting the various arguments 
that have been used in support of a protective 
tarifi. 

Mr. B. then read the following: 


“ These customs are, then, we see, a tax immediately 
paid by the merchant, although ultimately by the consumer. 
And yet, these are the duties felt least by the people ; and, 
it prudently managed, the people hardly consider that they 
pay them at all; for the merchant is easy, being sensible 
he does not pay them for himself; and the consumer, who 
really pays them, confounds them with the price of the com- 
modity—in the same manner, as Tacitus observes, that the 
emperor Nero gained the reputation of abolishing the tax 
on the sale of slaves, though he only transferred it from the 


i} s 
|| buyer to the seller; so that it was, as he expresses it, 
||  remissum magis specie, quam vi quia, cum venditor pendere 


And he would say | 


must find its foundation in the power to lay taxes | 
or the power to regulatecommerce. The Supreme | 


Court of the United States, in perhaps one of the 
most important cases ever adjudicated in this 
country, and which to this day might stand as a 


text-book for latitudinarians, expressly declared | 


that the power to lay taxes and the power to 
regulate commerce were two separate and distinct 
branches of power. They have said that the 
power to lay taxes could not be mingled with the 


power to regulate commerce; and he heldit as the | 


same doctrine that, under the power to regulate 
commerce, Congress had no right to protect man- 
ufactures. The utmost extent to which Judge 
Story carried the doctrine was, that under that 
pareee Congress could only protect manufactures 
»y laying countervailing duties. The Supreme 
Court had decided that the power to regulate 
commerce extends to the regulation of the navi- 
gation of the country, and the intercourse with 
foreign nations and among the several States. 
For that purpose the power was vested in Con- 
gress, and for that and any similar purpose it 
might be exercised; but he hala that there was 


any respectable authority for the doctrine that | 


Congress had the right to protect manufactures 
under this clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. B. then went on to argue that the other 
clause of the Constitution which authorizes Con- 


rress to make general laws to carry particular || 
BR a 


powers into effect is confined to cases where the 
end is legitimate, and within the scope of the Con- 


stitution; and therefore Congress did not possess | 


the power to protect manufactures under this 
clause. It was upon one or the other of these 
three clauses of the Constitution that a protective 
tariff can be maintained; and to bring it within 
these powers, it was necessary to show that the 


end was legitimate. The first question, then, was, || 
was the power to protect manufactures within the 

scope of the Constitution, and within the legiti- |, 
Mr. B. | 
then went on to argue that it was not within the | 
legitimate end of the power to regulate commerce, || 
for that was given to regulate navignation only; | 
| that it was not a legitimate end of the taxing 
power, forall duties were to be uniform; and there | 


mate end that was to be derived from it? 


was not only uniformity necessary in the laying | 


of duties, but they should also be laid as nearly 
equal as possible on all sections of the country, 
according to the mode of raising revenue which 
may be adopted by the Government. 


Mr. B. continued for some time the constitu- || 


tional part of his argument, and then proceeded 
to portray the baleful effects of the system—its 
taxing one section of the country for the benefit 
of others, and its leading to an extravagant sys- 
tem of expenditure which must flow from it. He 
showed its deleterious effects on the several States 
of the Union—begetting systems of extravagance, 


extending credit to States and citizens, and bind- | 


ing them to foreign capitalists. He then proceeded 
to give a history of the origin and progress of the 


juberetur, in partem pretii emptoribus accrescebat.”’ But 
this inconvenience attends it on the other hand, that these 
imposts, if too heavy, are a check and cramp upon trade, 
and especially when the value of the commodity bears little 
or no proportion to the quantity of the duty imposed. This, 
in consequence, gives rise also to smuggling, which then 
becomes a very lucrative employment; and its natural and 
most reasonable punishment—namely, confiscation of the 
commodity—is, in such cases, quite ineffectual; the in- 
trinsic value of the goods, which is all the smuggler has 
paid, and therefore all that he can lose, being very incon- 
siderable when compared with his prospect of advantage 
in evading the duty. Recourse must therefore be had to 
extraordinary punishments to prevent it—perhaps even to 
capital ones—which destroys all proportion of punishment, 
and puts murderers upon an equal footing with such as 
are really guilty of no natural, but merely a positive, ot- 
| fense. 

“There is also another ill consequence attending high 
imposts on merchandise, not frequently considered, but in- 
disputably certain: that the earlierany tax is laid on a com- 
modity the heavier it falls upon the consumer in the end ; 
for every tradet through whose hands it passes must have 

| a profit, not only upon the raw material and his own labor 
and time in preparing it, but also upon the very tax itself 
which he advances to the Goverument; otherwise he loses 
the use and interest of the money which he so advances. 
To instance in the article of foreign paper. The merchant 
pays a duty upon importation, which he does not receive 
| again till he sells the commodity—perhaps at the end of 
three months. He is, therefore, equally entitled to a profit 
upon that duty which he pays at the custom-house as to a 
profit upon the original price which he pays to the mana- 
facturer abroad, and considers it, accordingly, in the price 
he demands of the stationer. When the stationer sells it 
again, he requires a profit of the printer or bookseller upon 
the whole sum advanced by him to the merchant; and the 
bookseller does not forget to charge the full proportion to 
the student or ultimate consumer, who, therefore, does not 
only pay the original duty, but the profits of these three in- 
termediate traders, who have successively advanced it for 
him. This might be carried much further in any mechan- 
ical or morescomplicated branch of trade.” 


This, he said, was from Blackstone—volume 1, 
pages 316, 317, and 318—a rather ancient writer; 
and he commended it more particularly to the gen- 

'tlemen of the West, who, the further they lived 
from the ports, had the more to pay for the articles 
which they purchased. 

But, to proceed, the protectionists contended 


|| that protection cheapened goods. He here briefly 


replied to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Wiewtens] who had exhibited various speci- 
| mens of manufactured goods on this floor. 
3ut what, he asked, were the reasons for this 
increased cheapness? He went on to show that 
| it was occasioned by the improvement of ma- 
|| chinery throughout the world, the changes of the 
| trade and of the currency, the reduced demand 
|| for manufactured articles, and the reduction in the 
price of labor. He added, however, that the ar- 
gument of their opponents could only be main- 
tained on the ground that protection now will 
subsequently enable American manufactures to 
supply the place of English manufactures, and 
that English manufactures had not cheapened 
also. To make the argument effective, he said, 
the laborers in this country must work as cheap 
as the laborers in Europe, of whose condition the 
| gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Owen] had pre- 
|| sented so graphic a sketch. Let not, then, the 
gentlemen opposite denounce the pauper labor of 
England, while they were proposing to cheapen 
our labor to the same standard and to bring our- 
|| selves to the same wretched state of human de- 
| pendence which is brought about by taxation and 
extravagant expenditures in England. 
|| Now, on one important part of the subject 
|| which this question involved, he wished to oppose 
|| one Boston writer to another—a merchant against 
| a manufacturer. Mr. Appleton, of Boston, had 
been recently in Europe, and he spoke of this 
| subject of protection, and no doubt advisedly, as 
| ‘*a question of labor—of the protection of our 
high-priced, full-fed, intelligent labor, against the 
cheap, starving labor of other countries.”” But 
|, what werethe facts? A ‘* Boston merchant”’ says, 
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cotton mills in Lancashire and the United States, | 
let them give the comparison of Robert Hyde 
Gregg, Esq., late member of Parliament for Man- 
chester, against Mr. Schenck, of Matteawan, each | 
the largest manufacturers of fustains in their re- 
spective countries; Messrs, Bayley, of Staley- 
bridge, Lancashire, large manufacturers of sheet- 


ell, in Massachusetts, and Manchester, in New 














now have without a bank, promoted by placing 
proper restraints on credit. The third was “ fair 


perhaps be good if it could be equalized and ap- 
plied to all branches, But it could not be done. 
‘The next was ** peace and union; peace as long 


for vigorous war when it is inevitable;, union at 


} 
| 
|| 
ings, printed cloths, &c., against those of Low- || as it can be preserved with honor; preparation 
| 


liampshire; and it will be found that wages are | 
about ten per cent. less, on the average, in the | 
cotton mills of England, than those of New Eng- | 
land; while in the cost of the staple of cotton, 
New England has an advantage in price of fifteen | 
per cent. at least, 
ton mills average about three dollars per week 
each person. Wages at the mills of Lancashire, 
according to statements published by Messrs. 
Taylor, of the Manchester Guardian, tety; 1842, 
and by Messrs, Whittaker, as reported in a late 
8 aie of Mr. Cobden, at London, averaged 
eleven shillings sterling (or $2 66 decimal cur- 
rency) per week. The wages of carpenters, brick- 
layers, and other domestic artificers, as well as | 
machinists, in Greenwich, England, from 1819 to 
1840, by published returns, was thirty-three shil- | 
lings sterling (or eight dollars) per week. 
Thus, the largest manufacturers of sheetings | 
and printing-cloths in England and America show | 
these facts as to the price of labor: first,a differ- | 
ence of almost ten per cent. in favor of the cheap- | 
ness of English labor, and fifteen per cent., or 
thereabouts, advantage to the American manu- 
facturer in the cost of the staple cotton of New | 
England; that the wages in Sree England, per | 
week, each person, are three dollars; in old Eng- | 
land, in 1842, about two dollars and sixty-six | 
| 
| 


cents—showing a difference of thirty-four cents | 
pet week; and that the wages of carpenters, brick- 
ayers, domestic artificers, and machinists, in | 
Greenwich, England, from 1819 to 1840, was 
about eight dollars per week; and this was not | 
poaer labor. Gentlemen talked about pauper | 
abor; but they did not stop to inquire why it 
existed. Tiere, however, was the reason. 
That pauper labor exists in the manufacturing 
districts of England, no one denies. Why it 
exists, but few stop to inquire. It is the substi- 
tution of the power-loom for the hand-loom. 
Every power-loom can do at least three times the 
work of a hand-loom. In England, in 1820, the 
number of hand-looms at work was twenty-four 
thousand; of power-looms, fourteen thousand. | 
In 1530, the former remained at twenty-four thou- 
sand, while the latter had increased to fifty-five 
thousand; showing an increase in the amount of 
work done by the power-looms equal to the work 
afforded by one hundred and twenty-two thou- 
sand hand-looms. The successful competition of 
power against hand-looms has reduced the earn- 
ing of hand-loom weavers to a point below that 
oft cost of subsistence. The consequence is, that 
vauper labor is confined principally to the hand- | 
ioom weavers, a large proportion of whom are 
now old and decrepit. 
After some observations on the facts here stated, || 


he proceeded to show that the system of taxation || 
which did so much to produce paupers in Eng- || 
land was resorted to for the support of her army, | 
her navy, her civil list, &c. For these purposes 
taxation was resorted to in every conceivable 
form. It was to build up a patrician order, to 
ride booted and spurred over the poor plebeian of 
that country; a system to which, he regreyed to 
see, We were approximating here. ‘They talked 
of protecting the labor of the manufacturer; or, 
in the language of the day, they were to give a 
fair and moderate, but certain and stable, encour- 
agement to all branches of industry. They talked 
about protecting the agriculture of the country; | 
but how did they obtain the power to do that? || 
Could they cause the dews of heaven to descend 
upon it, or preserve the fruits of the earth from 
the worm and the caterpillar? They possessed 
no such power; and for the protection of agricul- || 
ture they were dependent on that God whose || 
blessings fell both on the just and the unjust. 

He held in his hand an exposition of party | 
principles recently set forth at Raleigh, of which 
h4 would say that they meant anything or noth- 
ing. The first item was ** an honest and econom- 
ical administration of the Government;”’ and it || 


Wages in New England cot- || 


| mutual dependence necessary and Seo see 
| markets of the North were not su 
_ consumption of her own produce and the produce | 


all hazards.’? Yes, union at all hazards! He 
had seen the day when he loved this Union. He 
ioved it yet. He still loved the work of the mighty 
men who had passed off this stage of action; but 
he could not sing hosannas to it as he once did. 
He loved this Union—not deformed as the mo- 
nopolists would make it, but as it existed with 
their forefathers; and he would adhere to it as 





'| long as it was preserved to them; but if the sys- 


| tem was to be rivetedupon them by which labor 


was to be robbed of its reward, and an. aristoc- | 


racy was to be created; if the two classes of patri- 
| cian and plebeian were to be created by it out of 
the mass of our population, as they exist in 


the Union exist no longer. 

The next article of this creed was, ‘* men only 
of character, fidelity, and ability, appointed to 
public office;’’ but all parties were apt to believe 
that their men were the right men. 
article was ‘just limitations and restraints upon 
the executive power.’? On this point he would 


| gressional as from executive usurpation. 
| deemed it necessary to preserve the checks and 
balances of our system; otherwise the weaker 


portions would become subservient to the strong. 





is. It was the work of mighty hands; and it was 
the great shield of our liberties, around which 
devoted patriots could rally in the hour of tribu- 
lation. It was necessary that it should be pre- 
served unchanged for the protection of even 
minorities; and in the name of God let it stand. 

There were other items in this creed, which 
| were as follows: a distribution of the proceed of 
, the sales of the public lands among all the States 

on just and liberal terms; a just administration 
| of our common Constitution, without any addi- 


|, tion to, or abstraction from, the powers which it 


| fairly confers, by forced interpretation; and the 
| preservation, exclusively by the States, of their 
| and peculiar institutions. Now, the distribution 
| policy would create the necessity for unequal 
| taxation, and lead tothe system by which classes— 


| country. ‘The next item was designed to enlarge 
the interpretation of that clause of the Constitu- 
tion which authorizes Congress to make laws to 
carry delegated powers into effect; and as acom- 
mentary on the last and concluding one, he would 
— to the attempts to cause a dissolution of the 


some of the leaders, and many of the rank and 





| file of one of the parties of a portion of this 
| country. 
But there was another view of this subject of | 


protection to which he would advert. Much was 


| said of national independence, and they were told 


it was necessary that it should be protected. He 
here went into an examination of this portion of 
the subject; but we can simply allude to the course 


of his argument. After making some remarks on |! 


the independence of these United States, he con- 


_ sidered their commercial dependence, and con- 

tended that the object of government was to create lj 
mutual dependence by abolishing natural and cre- || 
He showed that it had always | 


| existed amongst men; it existed amongst the peo- 


ating civil rights. 


ple; it existed amongst the States; and should 
eXist amongst the nations of the world. He com- 


/ mented on this mutual dependence so far as re- 
| garded the products of the West and the South | 
| with other countries; and said this exchange of 
products between the South and the West and || 


other States gave increased activity and rendered 
cient for the 


of the West. He did not wish to be misunder- 


|| stood on this great question, nor did he wish to 
put other gentlemen in ‘a wrong position; but if | 


The sixth | 
observe that there was as much danger from con- | 


He | 


He was for letting the Constitution remain as it | 


patrician and plebeian—would be created in this | 
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‘| to calculate the valhe of this Union. 
and moderate, but certain and stable, encourage- |! say, in all seriousness, that he 


ment to all branches of industry;’’ which would || culate it already. Under the Declar: 


Europe, he would say, in the name of God, let | 








| Union by the adoption of resolutions to destroy | 
slave representation, and other kindred acts of | 


| 






pril 27 
persisted in, where were the 


tie ee 
° 
| sults? It would then, perha y to look for the re. 


ps, become necesga, 
He would 


had begun to eal. 


s ation of Inde 
| pendence, the right to do so existed: and a 


| ever the connection became too rigorous to be 

borne, any who were aggrieved might say, * eyt 
us asunder, and let us go.’ And in that ds 
where would be the South? If, for the promotic, 
of this system, agriculture (the foundation of 
everything) was to be partially destroyed and 
commerce to be paralyzed, that manufactures 
might prevail, and privileged classes be created. 
if monopoly was to be the prevailing feature of 
this Government, he repeated it woukl be neces. 
sary to calculate the value of this Union, And 
where would be the South in the contest that 
would come? Where would be the West? Ay, 
where the plebeians of every section of this Union? 
Where would be the descendants of the Husye. 
nots, who fled from France in defense of liberty; 
Where the free-trade men of 1832, who were they 
for driving things to acrisis? They would rise 
and with one united voice ery, ** Down, down with 
this tyranny!’’ He would venture to say that 
they would all rush to the rescue, that the pring. 
ples on which the Union was established might 
be maintained, and that they might preserve, as jt 
was received from their patriot fathers, the sacred 
legacy of liberty and independence. 

“Mr. BRODHEAD continued the debate in op- 
position to the tariff bill, and in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff. He said that the State of Pennsy}. 
vania was unanimously in favor of the protective 
| policy; and maintained that all our Chief Magis. 

trates, from the origin of the Government down 
to this time, had held the protection of American 
industry to be one of the cardinal principles of 
republicanism. He contended that free trade was 
a Gropian idea that never could be carried into 
effect with the consent of the people, as it must be 
accompanied with direct taxation; and that, as the 
support of the Government by duties in foreign 
importations was necessary, these duties should 
be laid in such a way as to discriminate in favor 
of the American manufacturer. He also argued 
that the present tariff was producing the most 
beneficial results, and that it would be unwise to 
disturb it. 

Mr. SLIDELL addressed the House in favor 
of the bill up to the expiration of the hour allotted 
him; but, being cut short by the chairman’s ham- 
mer before he had concluded his remarks, he 
intimated, as he probably would not have another 
opportunity to finish what he intended to say, that 
he would write out his speech in full, and publish 
it as he intended to have delivered it. 

Mr. STEENROD next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee in an argumentative 
speech in favor of the bill up to the end of his 
hour. He went at length into the injustice and 
| inequality of the protective system—its bounties 
| to one class of citizens at the expense of the others; 
and particularly dwelt on its effects as a revenue 
measure, arguing thata high tariff would raise less 
revenue than a moderate one. 


Mr. WELLER next obtained the floor; but he 








|| gave way for a motion to rise. 


| The committee accordingly rose, and reported 


| progress. 
PAPERS REFERRED. 


| 
| On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, certain pa- 


ers were referred to the Committee of Waysand 
| Means. 


The | 


| NATIONAL FOUNDERY. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the select committee, 
reported a bill to provide for the establishment of 
a national foundery; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the micmbers presenting them: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Tie petition of S. Y. St. Jotm 
and twenty-six others, citizens of Lewishoro, New York, 
for reduction of the rates of postage and abotition of he 
| franking eee: 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The claim of Hiram Burnium, 
| of Saline, Michigan, for services, &c. 
Also, the claim of Captain Francis Cicoke, of Detroit, 


|, for damages done by the Indians during the last war. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Wayne county, Mich- 


a : : : | igan, for a new mail route trom Oakville to Wayne,in 
was an excellent proposition. ‘The next was “a |! the system, as it was being developed, was to be | é 
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ree } 
be Mr. MCILVAINE: The remonstrance of P. Frazer | 
Age a number of others, citizens of Chester county, | 
rausylvania, against any alteration of the present tariff 
thee? 





my Mr. CROSS: A petition of the citizens of Clark and || 
apatead counties, in the State of Arkansas, praying for | 
gail route from Arkadelphia, in the former, to Clarks- 
(> in the jatter county. 
= - Mr. DANA: The petition of Elisha Morrell, admin- 

Dy of Joseph Icard, deceased, for the paymeut of Icard’s 
Te ortion of the money awarded to the owners of the ship 
dit withheld to satisfy a claim of the United States 
= nas John 8. Roulett, another joint owner of said ship; 
wich was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
"By Mr. WETHERED: A petition from E. T. Griffin and 
ahers. of the city of Baltimore, praying Congress to abstain | 
peat all legislation on the subject of the tariff. ) |} 

gy Mr. BENTON: The petition of Henry Sits, of Stark, | 
Herkimer county, New ¥ ork, asking arrearages of pension ; 
which Was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. ss 2 cs ™ 

py Mr. SMITH, of Hlinois: The petition of Edward A. 
Lambert, praying an allowance on account of error in con- 
ynct toturnish the New York custom-house with blank 
yooks; Which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


} 








Mownpay, April 29, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United || 
States, inclosing a report of the Secretary of War, || 
ig answer to a resolution of inquiry touching the || 
Stockbridge Indians; which, on motioa of Mr. 
WriGHT, was referred to the Committee on 
Jodian Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented two memo- 
rials signed by citizens of Middletown and Nor- | 
wich, Connecticut, remonstrating against the an- | 
yexation of Texas to the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


j 

| 

IN SENATE. | 
| 


tions. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials | 
signed by a large number of citizens of » | 
Delaware, remonstrating against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States; which were referred | 
io the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance signed 
by citizens of Hartland, without distinction of | 
party, against the annexation of Texas, by treaty | 
or otherwise, to the United States, on the ground | 
that it would violate the Constitution of the 
United States, violate our treaty stipulations with 
Mexico, and involve us in a war with that coun- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial signed b 
a large number of merchants in the city of Balti- 
more, asking for a drawback on exports of do- 
mestic distilled spirits from imported molasses 
equal to the duty paid on the imported molasses; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from in- 
habitants of the town of Woodbridge, Middlesex 
—: New Jersey, remonstrating against an 
modification of the existing tariff laws; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from | 
the Phenix Insurance Compan , of Philadelphia, | 
and another from the Bank of Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to pass a law for 
the redemption of certain Treasury notes, being 
some of those stolen, and not having on them the 
marks of cancellation; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, a general bill to meet the object of | 
the memorials having been already reported to | 
the Senate. 
_Mr. CRITTENDEN presented three memo- 
rials from citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, remon- | 
Straling against any change of the present tariff | 
law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Also, two memorials from members of the bar 
of the State of Kentucky, asking Congress to | 
adopt some mode to secure the publication, in a 
ondensed form, of the decisions of the Supreme | 
Court of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 

eborah Mason, praying for an extension of the 
pension law of 1838; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. JARNAGIN presented « petition from || 
Nancy Smith, of Tennessee, the widow of \| 
Charles Smith, praying for the allowance of a |, 


pension; which was referred to the Committee on || 
ensions, il 











Mr. RIVES presented a memorial signed by 


| citizens of the county of Henrico, Virginia, 
| against the repeal or any modification of the ex- 


isting tariff law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


strong terms, the early annexation of Texas to 


| the United States; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of Holt county, Missouri, 
asking for an appropriation for the improvément 
of the western rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a remonstrance from 
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} 
| 


| 


1 But this wus not the case. 


citizens of Mount Pleasant, Jetlerson county, | 


Ohio, against the annexation of Texas to the 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. HUGER presented a memorial from Rob- 
ert Mills, representing that he had devised a plan 


|| to vote by the Legislature of Alabama. 
Also, a memorial signed by citizens of the | 


| county of Prince Edward, Virginia, urging, in 


389 
revive the debate upon the general merits of the 
bill. His only object in rising was to define his 
own position in regard to it. The bill contained 
one provision for which he had been instructed 
No one 
admitted more fully than he did the right of in- 
struction in its utmost plenitude. And if he found 
the provision for which he had been instructed to 
vote, alone, or in good company, it would not 
only be his duty, but his pleasure, to vote for it. 





He was also in favor 
of reducing the rates of postage; and equally in 
favor of correcting abuses of the franking privi- 
lege, if such existed. Butas he was unconscious 
of any abuse of that privilege himself, he was 
unwilling to impute it to others. The franking 
privilege was a matter of great convenience to 


| the people. It was the great means of commu- 
United States; which was referred to the Com- || nication between them and their public servants. 


by which greater facility was offered in making | 


and asking that the same may be tested by the 

proper officers of the United States; which was 

referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse reporton the petition of 
Catherine Gale; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, the following 
bills from the House: 

An act for the relief of Samuel B. Folger; 

An act for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck; and 

An act for the relief of George M. Jones. 


| the trigonometrical surveys of the United States, | 


| That it might have been abused, he had no doubt. 
| But all good things are liable to abuse. 


And if 
we abolish everything that is liable to be abused 
in the use, we shall have but little left. His main 
objection to the bill was, that it would have the 


effect of making the Post Office Department— 


which was intended to be a convenience anda 
benefit to the country—a charge upon the general 
Treasury, and consequently a burden to the peo- 
ple. 


In the remarks he submitted, it was not his in- 


| tention to detract, in the slightest degree, from the 
| merit of the exertions of the Senator at the head 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i} 
| 


of the Post Office Committee. On the contrary, 
he accorded to that Senator great credit for the 
industry he had exhibited in the preparation and 
arrangement of the bill, and for the zeal and per- 
severance with which he had defended its various 
provisions, His opposition was founded upon 


\| the thorough conviction that it would be injurious 


Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolu- | 


tion; which was read, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
criminal jurisdiction of the United States district and cir- 
cuit courts for the district of Arkansas over the Indian 
circuits adjacent to the State of Arkansas, 


Mr. BAYARD remarked that various memo- 


certain improvements in the harbor of Pensacola. 
That committee desired some additional evidence 


in its operation. He should therefore vote against 
it. 
Mr. BENTON said that he had voted against 


|| the engrossment of the bill for the third reading, 


} 
| 


and he wished it to be distinctly understood that 


|| he had so voted on account of some details in the 
|} bill which he could not sanction, and because the 
|| immediate effect of the bill would be, according to 


in relation to the actual condition of the improve- | 


ments there, and he had been instructed to submit 
a resolution, and ask for its adoption at that 
time. 

The resolution was read, and adopted, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


communicate tu the Senate—I. A plan for the improve- | 


ment of the navy-yard at Pensacola, with a detailed esti- 
mate of the cost of such improvement; and the order, in 


of the improvement should be conducted. 2. The depth 
of water upon the barat the entrance of the harbor, and the 
class of vessels to which it is now adapted ; whether it be 
expedient to deepen the entrance; and, if so, in what 
manner it is proposed to be done, and at what cost. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 





On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, leave was | 


granted to withdraw from the files the petition 
and papers of Mrs. Agnes Slack. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, leave was | 


granted to withdraw from the files the memorial 
and documents of the widow of James Milligan. 


ARMORY AT MASSAC. 


Mr. SEMPLE, on leave, introduced a bill to 
establish an armory at Massac, in the State. of 
Illinois; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BENJAMIN R. TINSLAR, ETC. 


The adverse report of the standing committees 
in the cases of Benjamin R. Tinslar, William J. 
Moody, and William & J. Howard, were taken 
up, and concurred in. 


POSTAGE—-FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


| 
| 


The bill entitled ‘« An act to reduce the rates of | 


postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse of \ relieving the Treasury from the burdens imposed 
the franking privilege, and for the prevention of || upon it y the existing regulations. It was known 


frauds on the Post Office Department,’’ was taken |} on all si 


up and read the third time; and the question 
being, ‘* Shall the bill pass ?”’ : 
Mr. BAGBY said it was not his intention to 


| 





it 
| 


| 


| 








: . || the opinion of the Postmaster General, to throw 
rials and resolutions had been referred to the | I , 


ona hp Bl ae atl Y 
Committee on Naval Afftirs in relation to making || tent, on the Federal Treasury for support. He 


the Post Office Department, to a considerable ex- 


was in favor of reducing postage; in favor of con- 


| forming the charges to the denomination of our 


Federal coin; and in favor of reforming the abuses 
of the franking privilege. In other ee he 
was in favor of the general object of the bill; and, 
if this bill did not pass, he hoped another would 
be brought forward to accomplish its objects with- 
out being subject to its objections, 


Mr. MERRICK said he thought both of the 


| honorable gentlemen were mistaken in regard to 


|| what was said by the Postmaster General. He 
point of time and usefulness, in which the different parts 


had never heard any declaration of that gentleman 
to the purpose of which they spoke. He heard 
that the Postmaster General had stated that if the 
passage of the bill would relieve the Department 
of the expense of transporting the mail on rail- 
roads, which now amounted to $450,000, he would 
not object to it. Now, the committee deemed 
that they could save more than that sum by this 
bill. He was not aware that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had made any communication to Congress on 
this subject. That he was opposed to the bill he 
was aware; but he did not know of any such dec- 
laration having been made as that referred to by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Bacsy] and the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benrton,} that the 
passage of the bill would throw the Department 
as a general charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. BAGBY observed that he did not speak of 
any public communication made by the Postmas- 
ter General. He spoke from his own knowledge 


| of the fact. 


Mr. MERRICK did not doubt that both gen- 


| tlemen meant to speak correctly. The Senate 


had heard the matter discussed; and the advocates 


|| of the bill were perfectly satisfied that, so far from 


having the effect intimated by the Postmaster 
General, it would be the only effectual means of 


es, that the Post Office Departn.ent must 


| fail, unless relieved from its present embarrass- 


ments. The revenue had fallen off during the 
last year $250,000; and the probability was, that 
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be the means of augmenting it, and producing an | 
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ear $500,000, recommended the act of 1816; the opinions of the | — in plenty the first material; but if En 
unless Congress did something to relieve it. This || then ex-President; speeches of Mr. Calhoun, || ° 


bill, so far from diminishing the revenue, would |! 
, , ii 


extension of the mail facilities throughout the || 


country. 

Mr. HANNEGAN remarked that having, with- 
in the Jast two or three days, had a conversation 
with the Postmaster General, in relation to this 
bill, it might not be improper to state to the Sen- 
ate what the result was. The communication 
made to him was, that if this bill became a law, it 


| the agricultural interests. 


| when the competition of new and fertile lands 


would throw the Post Office Department on the || 


common Treasury for not less than $1,200,000 a || 


He would state now, in addition to what 


ear. 
Ke had stated heretofore, that since the annual || 


reportof the Postmaster General, communications 
had been received from Great Britain, showing 
that, during the year past, the attempt at post office 


office department upon the general treasury for its | 
support. The late report of the English postmas- 
ter general showed how far below the expenses of 
the department the revenue had fallen. He asked, 
then, what was to be the result of the passage of 
this bill? 
some of the States which were not along the lineof | 
the public thoroughfare? The inevitable result 
was tobe, thatthe whole Westand Southwest were 
to suffer,and to sufferalone. 
facilities occurring along the line of the railroads 
would be made. All the facilitiesand advantages 
were to be derived by those States through which 
railroads and canals run, and all the disadvant- 
ages were to fall upon that portion of the country 
which was preéminently entitled to the protection | 


| manufacturers of the North and East. 
He asked what was to be the result to || 


| not altogether nominal, as had been alleged on 
No reduction of the || 





of the Government, if any portion should have 
it—resulting from a general dissemination of in- 
telligence. 
when, at the close of the week, after their labors, 


they had an opportunity of obtaining, were to 
suffer. Upon them the injury would fall. It was | 
in consequence of this injustice that he had so | 
urgently protested against the passage of this bill. 
He asked for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

The question was then put, and the bill was | 


passed by the following vote: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bayard, Buchanan, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Fairfield, Francis, Hender- | 
son, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Pearce, | 
Porter, Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, White, Wood- 
bridge, and Woodbury—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Ben- || 
ton, Breese, Foster, Fulton, Hannegan, Huger, Johnson, 
McDuffie, Semple, and Sevier—14. 

| 
; 
| 
' 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the resolution re- | 
ported from the Committee on Finance for the in- 
definite postponement of the bill introduced by 
Mr MecDurrir for the reduction of the rate of | 
duties under the present tariff, to the standard of || 
the compromise act. 

Mr. DAYTON addressed the Senate for about | 
two hours. He remarked, in the outset, that he 
was one of those who believed the country needed 
repose in relation to the subject now under con- | 
sideration. He said he had looked to the mani- 
fold benefits which had resulted from that benefi- 
cent measure—the act of 1842: and the more he 
reflected upon them the more convinced he had | 
become that it had been the salvation of the | 
country. It was an act greatly misrepresented || 
in respect to its effects on the agricultural inter- | 
ests. It was his conviction that no industrial | 
class in the community had derived more lasting | 
benefits from it than the agricultural class, 

Mr. D. here took a general review of the pro- 
tective system from-the year 1816 to the present |! 
day. Headverted to the condition of the country 
immediately after the late war, with a view of 
showing that the Congress of 1815-16, under- | 
standing fully from experience the peculiar cir- 
cumstances which had rendeged it a national 
object of indispensable necessity to guard against | 
the recurrence of evils which had pressed ruin- 
ously on American industry, legislated with the 
paramount view of affording the most permanent | 
and effective protection to agriculture by securing | 
protection to those other interests which sustain 
agriculture. He quoted passages from the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, who 


| try) came in under what might be considered a 
They who lived remote from cities, || 
| imported, it might be expected, would have been 
they sat down to look for all the information that || 


/ manufactures beneficial to the manufacturers. 


| State, prohibiting the import of ice or granite 


| proved that the benefits of that system extended 
/ also to the farming interest; for the census ex- | 
| hibited the fact that Pennsylvania 


| ment. 


| then find no impediment but one to their suc- 
cessful competition with the manufacturers of 
reform there had so far failed as to throw the post || 


Mr. Clay, and others, both in 1816 and 1824, to 
show that all parties concurred in the principle 
that the ultimate object of the protective tariffs of 
those dates was the protection and sustenance of 


He next proceeded to argue, that although, at 
the present moment, the South may think the 
southern States aggrieved by the operation of 
protection, yet the time could not be far distant 


must drive the older and more wornout southern 
States to divert a large portion of their capital to 
other sources of production than thatof the growth 
of cotton, and they will themselves have to turn 
their attention to manufactures. They would 


the North and East. That impediment would 
be found in the want of equal intelligence in their 
operatives; but that was an objection easily 
remedied by the selection or admixture of the 
same description of operatives employed by the 


Reverting to the historical review of protection, 
Mr. D. Pe various Statistical tables to show 
that the duties on farming products imported were 


the other side; for, in several instances, notwith- 
standing the high imposts on foreign grain, largé 
importations of wheat had been made, overriding 
the duties, and competing with the producers of 
domestic grain. He specified the imports of for- 
eign agricultural products in 1840, with a view of | 
showing that, if so much (even though small in 
comparison with the consumption of the coun- 


high duty, had the duty been low the quantity 


sufficiently large to affect injuriously the home | 
agricultural interests. Hence he argued that the 
high protective duties of the act of 1842, in favor 
of home agricultural products, were practically 
beneficial to farmers as well as were the duties on 


Ile controverted the tables, and the deductions 
from them, adduced by the Senator from New | 
Hampshire, [Mr. Woopsvry,] alleging that his 
position was fallacious, which assumed that the 
duties of the act of 1842, in reference to agricul- 
tural products, were just as much a humbug as 
if a protective duty were offered to the Granite 





into it. 

He reviewed the tables also adduced by the 
Senator from New Hampshire in reference to 
leather, linseed oil, woolens, corks, rags, paper, 
&c., for the purpose of showing that, in the mode 
of averaging the duties on these articles, the Sen- 
ator, incalculating the minimums, had made some 
mistakes, which would have been avoided had 
the specific articles and specific duties been given. | 

Mr. D. then took up the subject of a ‘* home | 
market,” and reviewed the arguments heretofore 
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that a Senator of the United State 
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ve a manufacture of silk as well as that of oe ps 
, 


France of cloth as well as that of silk, these unnatural 


operations must be supported by mutual prohibj 

high duties upon the importation of eoch’ othe tions, or 
by which means the workmen are enabled to tax hee 
consumer by greater prices, while the higher wages th 
receive makes them neither happier nor richer since they 
only drink more and work less. Therefore. the * Mey 
ments in America do nothing to encourage such pile. 

2 $. 


He had felt it to be something extraordinary 
r n S, and partiey. 
larly from New England, could have indorsed 
that sentiment. 

; Mr. WOODBURY said if the gentleman would 
indulge him a moment, he would observe that the 
quotation just read had again and again been stated 
to be his language. He had neither utttered nor 
intended to adopt it. The quotation had been made 
to show that those who had represented Dy 

Franklin to have been favorable to a high tari 
were in error. And to prove this Franklin’s writ. 
ings were read, which had been compiled—not 
lately nor as to Americans, but many years ago 

and in relation to the operation of the system for. 
merly in Europe. Mr. W. disclaimed ever hayine 
said or thought anything of the kind imputed to 
him, as to labor. 

Mr. DAYTON was glad to find that the Sena. 
tor from New Hampshire disclaimed the sgentj- 
ment and conclusion quoted from Dr. Franklin. 
He offered some reasons apologetic for those who 
had inferred, from the context of the Senator's 
speech, that he had quoted Dr. Franklin approy- 
ingly; and then continued his remarks, in the 
course of which he entered into a historical sketch 
of the legislation of England for the last six or 
eight centuries in relation to the wagesoof labor, 
and cited the various acts of Parliament passed 
during the reigns of several monarchs for the reg- 
ulation of labor; with a view of showing that the 
condition of agricultural laborers was wretched 
in the extreme until manufactures were developed 
over the country, and produced a middle class be- 
tween the feudal lords and their debased serfs, to 
which middle class the great improvements in the 
mass of society in Great Britain were due. Hence 
he deduced that, without the encouragement and 
advances of manufactures in England, the condi- 
tion of her population never would have been ele- 
vated to the preéminence which it subsequently 
attained. Although pauperism was to be found 
there yet, and a poor-house system was necessary, 
the contrast between the condition of England 
and the English people collectively, now, and at 
the period when the kingdom was purely agn- 


| cultural, showed the value and tendencies of the 


offered in debate to depreciate the value of that {| 


operation of the protective system. He consid- 
ered the population of the North and East de- | 
pendent upon domestic manufactures, and agri- 
culture sustained by them, as more in number 
than the population of the South supposed to be 
dependent on the foreign market for their staple 
exports. 

He entered into some statistical statements 


and Pennsylvania—which had received most 
benefits from the American protective system, | 


ielded, per | 
capita, the largest agricultural product in the | 
Union, and New Jersey the next. Hence he in- | 
ferred that the ultimate beneficiaries of the Amer- | 
ican system are the agriculturists. 

Mr. D. next adverted to the opinions of Dr. | 
Franklin, as quoted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. He dwelt particularly on the passage 
in which Dr. Franklin speaks as follows: 

“Great establishments of manufacture require great 
numbers of poor to do the work for small wages; those 
poor are to be found in Europe, but will not be found in 
America till the Jands are all taken up and cultivated, and 
the excess of people who cannot get land want employ- 
‘The manufacture of silk, they say, is as natural in 


activity of manufactures. The effects were not 
merely physical; they extended to the intellect, 
Intelligence and civilization were the handmaids 
of commerce and manufactures. Wherever the 
latter had been encouraged and fostered, the for- 
mer made the most rapid advances. To enable 
this country to reach the high destinies awaiting 
it, he considered it indispensably necessary to 
continue the American system, and allow it to 
produce those great national results of which it 
had already given such flattering promise. 

Mr. D. having concluded, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the resolution was 
laid on the table for the present. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Sen- 


ate proceeded to the consideration of Executive 


_ business; and, afler some time spent therein, 
which showed that the two States—New Jersey |! 


| France as that of cloth in England, because each country |! 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, -fpril 29, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 

Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the proceedings of a convention of delegates 
from the fourth, fifth, and sixth wards of the city 
of Washington, containing a plan for a charter of 
said city; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


FLORIDA INDIANS. 


Mr. LEVY, by general consent, offered the 
following resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
furnish to this House copies of all correspondence between 


the Department, or any of its bureaus, with the command- 
ing officers in Florida since the Ist of November, 1842, 


ie44. 
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—~ ting the Indians remaining in said Territory, and the 

rs whieh have been given to said officer with respect 

s emoval of said Indians from that Territory, or their 
» the nance in it; together with all letters from any citi- 
¢ on Florida which may have been addressed to the De- 
eet or referred to it, respecting the proper policy to 
adopted with said Indians; and that he also transmit to 


‘ 
i 


TH 





| 
| 


| but against what, he inquired, was this protec- | 


. House copies of whatever intormation may have been |; 


‘vyed at the Department respecting the recent Indian 
ressions and murder in West Florida. 
were’ 


CALL FOR INFORMATION, 


Mr. LEWIS offered the following resolution: 


pesoleed, That the President of the United States be 
ee vested to communicate to this Hlouse copies of such 
tions of the correspondence, public or private, in the 
oe 1816, 1817, 1818, 1819, and 1820, between our minis- 
at the court of Madrid and the Deparunent of State, 
yaween those ministers and the Spanish Secretaries or 
SD ministers accredited to this Government, and whieh 


and between the Department of State and the Span- | 


werespondence may not have been hitherto communicated | 
', either House of Congress, and published under the | 


juthority OF either. 


vr. J. BRINKERHOFF objected. 

Mr. LEWIS moved a suspenston of the rules. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
rsulted—yeas 119, nays 23; as follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Bar- 
mri, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, 
jowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Cald- 
well, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
fyiton, Clingman, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett 
paris, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickey, 
pickinson, Promgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, 
ficklin, Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Willis Green, 
jyram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hardin, Harper, Henley 
jerrick, Halmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hudson, Joseph 
p.ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Jolin- 
on, Andrew Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, La- 


panche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, McClelland, McConnell, | 


YeDowell, Mellvane, Edward J. Morris, Murphy, Nes, 
Norris, Owen, Peyton, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery 
). Power, Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, David 8. Reid, Ritter, 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, Saunders, Schenck, 
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remarks on the importance of the question, es- | our flag planted on the Columbia river, and all 


e comes, he said some gentlemen on that floor 
have demanded protection for particular interests; 


tiontobegiven? Was itagainst fraud, or against 
violence, or oppression ? No; it was againstlow 
prices, or, as gentlemen sometimes expressed it, 


' against the cheap pauper labor of England and 


other foreign countries. But how was this pro- 
tection to be afforded? There was 
to increase the duties on imports, and thus in- 
crease the price of manufactures by giving the 


' manufacturers the control of the home market. 


But by doing this, they would increase the price 


pon to that portion of the country from which || British authority there extirpated, 
1 


} 
it 


It now, how- 


, ever, sutted the tactics of the party opposed to 
| him to seek to drive this Government to impose 


high protective tariffs to operate against ‘* the 
vauper lal P England.’’ B *hence did tl 

pauper tabor of Ingiand, ut whence did those 
gentlemen derive their protective system? No 


| Government on the face of the earth had carried 


no way but | 


of manufactured articles to the consumer, while | 


they diminished the revenue raised for the neces- | 
There must be | 


sary expenses of Government. 


$20,000,000 raised for that purpose, either by di- || 


rect taxation or by imposts on foreign goods; and 
if there were five classes of articles on which the 
$20,000,000 were to be raised, that would leave 


$4,000,000 to be raised by each. Suppose woolen | 
goods to be one class, and the woolen manufac- | 


turers called for the protection of that article, and 
to accomplish that object such a duty was im- 


posed as had the effect of lessening the importa- | 
Was not | 


tion of woolen goods into this country: 
the revenue of the country thereby diminished ? 


this protective system to a greater extent than 
Great Britain; and what effect did it produce on 
the laboring people ? Misery and starvation; dis- 
tressing accounts of which were continually com- 
ing over to us. And why was this when we, who 
were but sixteen or eighteen days’ sail from Eng- 
land, produced so much more than we can con- 
sume of the fruits of the earth? 

In Great Britain, the whole of the real estate 
was in the hands of about thirty-five or forty 
thousand people; and in order to give them pro- 
tection, the Government has imposed a duty on 
breadstuffs so high as to aniount to a prohibition 
of their importation under the operation ‘of the 
cornlaws. The titledaristocracy of Great Britian, 
who principally own all the lands, have become 
wealthy and powerful; but has not that wealth 


| been extorted from the mass of the working men 


And if the $4,000,000 to be raised by the import- | 


ation of woolen goods should be reduced one half, || was not a humbug, he did not know what one 


did it not follow, as a necegsary consequence, that 
the Government must levy $2,000,000 more on 


_ the other taxable articles, the injustice and folly 


seater, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simpson, || 


siidell, Albert Smith, John ‘l’. Smith, Thomas Smith, Ca- 


eb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Andrew | 


sewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, 'hompson, Tib- 


batts, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, | 


Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodward, William Wright, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Brengle, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Butlington, Clinton, 
(Cruston, Dean, Grider, Hamlin, Hungeriord, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Preston King, Marsh, Mathews, 


MeCuulsen, Moseley, Reding, Rockwell, Tilden, and Ty- | 


jer—23, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved the previous 
question on the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman to withdraw 
his motion, to enable him to offer an amendment, 
siriking Out the proviso at the end of the resolu- 
uon, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, withdrew the motion 
mecondition that the gentleman would renew it 
alier offering his amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS offered his amendment striking 
out the proviso. . 

The SPEAKER said the amendment was not 
inorder, without the consent of the gentleman 
who offered the resolution. 

Mr. LEWIS said that a call on the Executive 


for information, without the proviso in the reso- | 


lution, was altogether unusual, otherwise he would 
accept it with pleasure. 

Mr. ADAMS said there had been numerous 
cases where resolutions calling for information 
had been adopted without the proviso. 


Mr. LEWIS then accepted the amendment as | 


a modification, presuming that the President 
would have no difficulty in answering the call. 
he previous question being then seconded by 


the House, under its operation the resolution was | 


passed, 
Mr. HARPER asked the general consent of 


the House to make a report from the Committee 
on Patents, 


Objections being made, 

Mr. HARPER moved to suspend the rules; 
but there being only sixty-five gentlemen voting 
: the affirmative, the question was decided to be 
ost, 

THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. NORRIS, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Hopxrys in the chair, ) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to 


| 


amend and modify the act of 1842, imposing | 


duties on imports. 

Mr. WELLER, who was entitled to the floor 
fr om Saturday last, proceeded to address the com- 
mittee in favor of the bill. After some prefatory 


| 





} 


| 
| 
| 


| duties of forty per cent. 


of which were plain and palpable? 

But it was said that protection now would en- 
able our manufacturers to compete with those of 
foreign countries, and would lead tu a reduction 
of the article protected to the consumer. 
the average rate of protection by this bill—to 
which must be added the rate of insurance and 
other expenditures—there was a protection of 
forty-five or fifty per cent. for the manufacturers: 
and was not that sufficient? But had they made 
the progress that was promised? In 1790 the 
average rate of duties was seven and a half per 


With | 


cent.; and, with that protection, it was represented | 


that they would soon be enabled to get along very 
well; but what wasthe fact? In 1816 the average 
rate of duty was twenty-five per cent.; in 1824 it 
was thirty three and a half; and in 1842 they got 
along with the very moderate average rate of 
In a period of fifty 


| of the country? 


The gentleman told the House 
that there was to be no humbug here. Now, if 
this charge which the gentleman made of the 
Democratic party being under British influence 


was. A few days ago, they were told that the 
people could be gulled and deceived no longer. 
He had hopes that the canvass this fall was to be 
conducted on no other principles than appeals to 
sober reason; but here was a charge oak from 
that quarter of the House which has always been 
termed a British party, and who have invariably 
sided with England, that the Democratic party 
was under British influence. But let usexamine 
the argument of the gentlemen on the other side. 
They say that Great Britain will not admit the 
importation of our agricultural products, and that 
the Democratic party, notwithstanding, are for 
admitting her manufactures at a low rate of duty, 
and in this way reduce this country to a state of 
colonial dependence. In reply to this, one single 
fact was worth a dozen arguments. How stood 
our trade with England? 

Now, it was shown by the public documents 


| that, from the year 1828 to 1837, a period of high 


duties, we exported to Great Britain and her pos- 


| sessions $166,000,000 worth of our products, and 


years, they had thus progressed from seven and | 
a half to forty; and how long, then, he would | 


ask, would it take to bring them to the promised 
reductions? He next proceeded to show the 


increased rate of duties on particular articles at | 
various periods up to the present time, and then | 


gave statistical statements of exports and imports 


to show that our exports—which he assumed | 


as evidence of prosperity—were greater under 
a low than under a high tariff. During the 
period from the year 1829 to 1832, our exports 
were $239,600,000; but from 1838 to 184], a 
periad when we had a low tariff, our exports 
were $420,000,000 of domestic goods; being 


$180,000,000 more for the same period of four | 


years, under a low than undera high tariff. For 
the period from 1834 to 1837, inclusive, (the four 
years of the compromise law,) this country im- 


ported $607,000,000 worth of goods, and during || 


the same period exported $542,000,000 worth of 
domestic produce—being an excess of imports of 
$65,000,000. From 1838 to 1841, (being four years 


| of alow tariff,) our imports were $510,000,000, 


and our exports $536,000,000, or $26,000,000 of 
excess of exports over imports. 

He also adduced other statistical proofs of the 
position which he assumed, and then proceeded 
to notice the accusation which had been made by 
gentlemen in opposition, that the advocates of this 
bill were the advocates and friends of British in- 
terests. 
gentlemen themselves manifested towards Great 


Britain when some gentlemen on this floor, some | 
weeks ago, contended for the termination of the | 
joint occupancy of Oregon, and added that he | 
had no attachment to Great Britain or her institu- | 
He recollected that that Government had | 


tions. 
attempted to perpetuate the yoke on the necks of 
our revolutionary fathers, nor could ‘he forget her 
subsequent outrages on ourrights. He had, there- 
fore, no attachment for her; and he desired to see 


imported from that country $180,000,000 worth 
of her manufactures. From 1837 to 1841, when 
the tariff had been brought down by the compro- 
mise act, we exported to Great Britain and her 
possessions $48,000,000 worth of our products 
more than we imported. This was during a pe- 
riod when there was no high tariff. In the period 
of a high tariff, (1834 to 1837,) we imported 
$20,000,000 more than we exported. And yet 
gentlemen told us that Great Britain would buy 
nothing from us. In 1842 the whole amount of 
flour exported abroad was $7,000,000, and of this 


| more than one half was carfied to England. Of 


pork, beef, live stock, &c., the whole amount ex- 
ported was two million and some odd thousand 
dollars, and England alone took $1,250,000 of it. 
So much for the argument that England would 
not take our agricultural products. But they 
were told that it was necessary to build up a home 
market for our breadstuffs, and that the way to 


| do so was to protect American manufactures. 


He noticed the tenderness which those || 


if 


| 


The gentlemen who were in favor of protecting 
manufactures by the imposition of duties on im- 
ports endeavored to persuade those who repre- 
sented the agricultural interest that it was for their 
interest to stand still and be taxed, on the ground 
that they were going to furnish a home market 
for the products of their agriculture. 

It was worth while to look at the number of 
persons employed in manufactures, as compared 
with the rest of the population of the United 
States, to ascertain to what extent a home mar- 
ket had been afforded by the operation of the 
high tariff system. Mr. W. here read from the 
tables inthe census a statement showing the num- 
ber of persons engaged in the different branches 
of manufacture, from which he nade out the 
whole number engaged in manufactures of all 
kinds to be 179,685 persons. The very state- 
ment of the number was sufficient to show the 
absurdity of supposing that the manufacturers 
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could consume the surplus agricultural products 
of the country. 

Now, if it would take fifty years to produce 
manufacturers enough to consume as much food 
as 179,695 persons would require, how long would 


it be before there would be manufacturers enough | 


to consume the balance of these surplus agricul- 
tural products. The most strenuous opposition 
to the bill before the committee was from the 


members from those States interested in the trade | 
How many persons were there | 


in coal and iron. 
in Pennsylvania interested in the iron and coal 
trade, and the business of hardware and cutlery? 
The tables stated the number to be 17,067 per- 
sons, while the population of the State of Penn- 
sylvania was 1,700,000; and here it was proposed 
that this 1,700,000 of population should stand 
still and be taxed for the benefit of these 17,067 
persons engaged in manufactures, and who were 


to furnish the home market for the agricultural | 


». Why, he could show that | 
the county he lived in alone could feed the whole | 


products of the State. 


of the manufacturers in Pennsylvania. 


In reply to Mr. Wetueren, who had read an |; 


extract from a message of Mr. Jefferson in favor 


of protecting manufactures, Mr. W. said that this | 


message was written in 1802, in the infancy of 
the Government, before Mr. Jefferson had time 
to see the operation of the system; but he would 
read, for the gentleman’s edification, another ex- 
tract from the writings of Mr. Jefferson, written 
at a later period, when experience had shown the 
evil effects of the system. Mr. W. then read 
some extracts from Mr. Jefferson’s works, in 
which he spoke of the system of protection to one 
portion of the industry of the country at the ex- 


pone of another, in terms of the severes, repro- | 


pation, and denounced it as a system which went 
to enrich the manufacturer at the expense of the 
plundered plowman and beggared yeomanry of 
the country. 
effects of a high tariff on the prices of produce. 
From 1828 to 1837, a sailed of high duties, the 


average price of flour in the Philadelphia market || 


was $4 60 per barrel; but from 1837 to 184], a 


period of low duties, the average price of flour in | 


the same market was $5 37 per barrel. Mr. W. 
showed, also, the same results as to the prices of 
wheat and corn, and pork and beef, in Ohio. Now, 
with all this evidence before him, he was asked, 
as a Representative from an agricultural State, to 
tax his constituents, with the fallacious idea of 
building up a home market for the products of 
their industry. 


twenty per cent.; and contrasted them with the 
diminished profits of agriculture—not amounting 
to four per cent. Notwithstanding which agri- 
culture, which was the most depressed interest, 
was to be taxed in order to foster and cherish 
manufactures, which was the most prosperous 
juterest, 

Mr. RAMSEY next addressed the committee, 


in Opposition to the bill. He spoke mainly of the. || 


iron interests in Pennsylvania, the capital invested 
therein, the number @f persons to whom it gave 
employment, and the importance of that pursuit 
and manufacture not only to the State of Penn- 
sylvania, but to all the other States of the Union. 
He entered into a jong argument in favor of pro- 
tection, and against disturbing the system, which 
he contended worked advantageously. 

Mr. COLLAMER (who is a member of the 
Committee on Manufactures) limited hisargument 
to the arucle of wool, an article largely produced in 
in his own State of Vermont. Heentered into a 


lustory of its culture originally in Spain, and after- | 


wards in the United States, whither the sheep were 
transported; and noticed the influence our climate 


had on that article of our produce; and then ar- | 


gued that, to permit the importation of foreign 
manufactured woolens at low duties, would be 


the destruction of that interest in Vermont and 
other States. 


Mr. LEONARD discussed the operation of the | 


tarilf laws on the interests of his constituents, 
through his hour, going through many statistical 


facts and reasonings thereon, to show the inju- | 


rious tendency of high tariffs. 

Mr. MclLVAINE observed that, in consider- 
ing this subject, the first inquiry that presented 
self was, where was the necessity for making 
any change in the existing laws imposing duties 
on imports? The message of the President, and 


Mr. W. then went on to show the | 


Mr. W. then went on to show |) 
the enormous profits of the manufacturers—over | 


the report of the Seeretary of the Treasury, did 
not show that any alteration was demanded by 
|| the state of the revenue. On the contrary, the 
| Secretary of the Treasury said’ that he had not | 


7 
| 
j 
} 
j 
i 
} 
| 


|| operation of the last revenue law to form any 
|| opinion on the subject. 
|| asked for by the people. After having been here 
|, for five months, not a single petition had been | 
received for a reduction of the duties, while, on || 
the other hand, they had recived several remon- } 
strances against interfering in any way with the | 
existing laws. {| 
As a revenue measure, the tariff of 1842 had |) 
been found to work well, and to produce a sufii- | 
ciency of revenue for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment. If this act, then, was sufficient for 
revenue purposes, then the only objection that 
could be raised against it was, that it was a pro- 
tective tariff. Of the policy of protecting the 
manufactures of the country, every President, 
from General Washington down, had been in 
favor of it; and as to the results of such q policy 
on the business of the country, the experience of 
| the last year had shown that it was most favora- 
ble. Prosperity had again visited ame part of 
| the country in consequence of the workings of 
the system. Commerce and agriculture were 
flourishing as well as manufactures; and this was 
in consequence of the protection afforded by the 
' act of 1842. The cotton of South Carolina, and 
the sugar of Louisiana, had been benefited equally 
with the manufactures of the North. 
| Mr. Mel. went into an examination of the re- 
|| port of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
|, contended, in opposition to it, that agriculture 
| Was best encouraged by protecting manufactures, 
|; and in this way a home market would be built 
|| up for the products of agriculture. He next went 
|| into the effects of a protective tariff on prices, and 
gave the present and former prices of a number 
|| of articles, for the purpose of showing that a 
|| protective tariff had reduced prices. He took a 
view of the state of the different branches of man- 
|| ufactures in the State he represented, (Pennsyl- 
| vania,) described their present flourishing condi- 
|| tion, and adverted to the state of depression they 
|| would be reduced to by a repeal of the protection 
under which they had grown up. r. Mel. 
continued his remarks in favor of the protective 
| system up to the expiration of his hour. 
| Mr. SMITH, of New York, obtained the floor, 
| but gave way to 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, who moved 
that the committee rise. 
On taking the question, there were—ayes 24, 
noes 36. 
No quorum voting, the committee rose, and re- | 
ported that fact to the House. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House. | 
Mr. DICKEY moved that the House adjourn. 
| Mr.C. JOHNSON called for the yeasand nays; 
which being ordered, 
Mr. DICKEY withdrew his motion. 
Mr. REDING moved that the H@use again re- | 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. ADAMS objected to doing any business 
| without a quorum, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House; | 
upon which motion the yeas and nays being 
ordered, 

| Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 
| Mr. BURKE called for the yeas and nays; | 
| which being ordered, the question was taken; and | 
|| resulted—yeas 46, nays 50. 
| So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question, ‘* Shall there be a call of the | 
| House?’’ was then taken by yeas and nays, and | 
resulted—yeas 40, nays 61. 
The House then adjourned. \| 








} 











The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed || 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

| By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of Joseph |) 
O. Jones and two hundred and six others, citizens of Vigo | 
| 

| 

| 


county, Indiana, asking for an appropriation of lands in | 
Indiana and Illinois, of the vacant lands in Vincennes, || 
Shawneetown, and Palestine land districts, for the purpose | 
of aiding in the improvements of the rapids of the Wabash | 
river, and for the purpose of improving said river gener- || 
ally; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, where a bill is pending for said 
improvements. 

Also, the petition of John G. Floyd, and two hundred }| 
and forty-three others, citizens of Vigo county, Indiana, | 
| setting forth that the Cumberland road is in a state of di- | 


|| lapidation, the materials collected for its construction are 


> | 
| been able,as yet, to learn enough of the practical | 


No change had been || 
| Williams, of De Kalb county; John Dune 


| appropriation of public lands to complete the V 


| Committee of Ways and Means, and deprec 
_ in the tariff of 1842, which they represen 
| restoring the national prosperity ; 
| the Committee of the Whole. 









April 30, 
wasting, the work still unfinished is = 


the road itself nearly impassable ; cof 9 Sony 9 and 
this, and more particularly the pledged faith of th oat 
ernment, they felt called upon to urge such appro © Goy. 
for the benefit of the work, as the state of the tome 
warrant; which was referred to the Committee eo will 
Whole on the state of the Union, whe Of ‘the 
appropriations is pending. 


re the bill for said 
y Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama: The petitions of § 


an, of Jaekson 


county ; and Obadiah M. Binge, of De Kalb county Ay 
“I Ala 


bama, for revolutionary pension. 
By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Josi 


: , a ; ab 
son and forty-six others, citizens of Indiana, Jobe. 


any ins an 
Erie canal to the Ohio river, bash and 
By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Memorials 

by a great number of the citizens of Pennsylvania remo 

strating against the passage of the tariff bill reported by the 
ating any change 

sent a8 Now rapidiy 

which were referred wo 


Also, a memorial from Pennsylvania in favor of a rp ue 
tion of postage: which was referred to the Committee aa 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CROSS: The petition of citizens of Lawrenes 
and Fulton countieg, Arkansas, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Jackson, in the former, to the Cour 
House in the latter county ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin : The petition of citizens 
of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment of 
a mail route trom Milwaukee, via Hasts’s rapids, in the 
county of Dodge, and Columbus, in Portage county, to For, 
Winnebago, in said Territory; which was referred to the 
Comuuittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, 4pril 30, 1844. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the credentials of 
Hon. Joun M. Nixes, who was elected by the 
Legislature of Connecticut a Senator from that 
State for six years, from and after the 4th day of 
March last. 

The credentials having being read, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD informed the Senate that the 
gentleman was present, and was prepared to take 
the usual oath of office. 

Mr. JARNAGIN hoped that the President pro 
tempore would not proceed, under the circum- 
stances of the case, to administer the oath. They 
could not be uninformed of what was a matter of 
history, but of which, at that time, he did not 
choose to speak—of the condition of that gentle- 
man; which condition was believed to disqualif 


| him as a Senator to represent the State from whic 


he was elected. There are circumstances attend- 
ing the transaction which made it imperiously his 
duty to move the Senate to appoint a committee 


| (if it be within its constitutional power to inves- 


tigate the qualifications of Senators) to investigate 
the eligibility of this gentleman to a seat. The 
common report was, that that gentleman, how- 
ever unfortunate it was, had been afflicted by the 
dispensations of Providence in such a manner as 
to prevent him, though he had been several weeks 
in the city, from presenting himself, until now, 
for qualification, and for a seat in that body. He 
had been in Washington for several weeks, and 


|| had not presented himself, for some reason, he 


knew not what. The people have a deep interest 
in the matter, and it was due to them that that 
individual should not force himself into a seat 
before an investigation was had into his qualifi- 
cation fora seat. It was due to the people—to 
the Senate—to ascertain whether the afflictions of 
this gentleman were such as rendered him ineli- 
gible us a Senator. It was due to the individual 
himself that the facts should be known, If there 
was any alienation of mind, as was the general 
rumor, it was right and proper that the exami- 
nation he suggested should take place. In either 
soint of view, it was due to the individual, in the 
first place, if it turned out one way, and to the 
American people if the investigation resulted in 


| another way. The common report was, that the 
_ gentleman was afflicted by some malady; and he 
| therefore felt it to be his imperious duty to call 
| upon the Senate to set on foot an investigation, 


in such a way as would be satisfactory, to see 
whether he had recovered so far as to enable him 
to be a fit representative of the State from which 
he was elected. He believed, from the reading 


_ of the Constitution, the Senate had the power © 


make the investigation. The committee coul 
report upon the capability of the individual. 
Mr. AIRFIELD said that, having been & 
fellow-border with the Senator from Connecticut 
since he had been in the city, it was in his power 
to say—and it gave him great pleasure to say 
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